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FOREWORD 


lished a book entitled De revolutionibus orbium coelestium in 

which he theorized that Earth revolved around the Sun. In 
1688, during the Glorious Revolution, Dutch prince William of 
Orange invaded England and overthrew King James II. In 1922 
Irish author James Joyce’s novel Ulysses, which describes one day 
in Dublin, was published. 

Although these events are seemingly unrelated, occurring in dif- 
ferent nations and in different centuries, they all share the distinc- 
tion of having changed the world. Although Copernicus’s book had 
a relatively minor impact at the time of its publication, it eventu- 
ally had a momentous influence. The Copernican system provided 
a foundation on which future scientists could develop an accurate 
understanding of the solar system. Perhaps more importantly, it re- 
quired humanity to contemplate the possibility that Earth, far from 
occupying a special place at the center of creation, was merely one 
planet in a vast universe. In doing so, it forced a reevaluation of 
the Christian cosmology that had served as the foundation of West- 
ern culture. As professor Thomas S. Kuhn writes, “The drama of 
Christian life and the morality that had been made dependent upon 
it would not readily adapt to a universe in which the earth was just 
one of a number of planets.” 

Like the Copernican revolution, the Glorious Revolution of 
1688-1689 had a profound influence on the future of Western so- 
cieties. By deposing James IT. William and his wife. Mary. ended 
the Stuart dynasty, a series of monarchs who had favored the 
Catholic Church and had limited the power of Parliament for 
decades. Under William and Mary, Parliament passed the Bill of 
Rights, which established the legislative supremacy of Parliament 
and barred Roman Catholics from the throne. These actions initi- 
ated the gradual process by which the power of the government of 
England shifted from the monarchy to Parliament, establishing a 
democratic system that would be copied, with some variations, by 
the United States and other democratic societies worldwide. 


n 1543 a Polish astronomer named Nicolaus Copernicus pub- 
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Whereas the Glorious Revolution had a major impact in the po- 
litical sphere, the publication of Joyce’s novel Ulysses represented 
a revolution in literature. In an effort to capture the sense of chaos 
and discontinuity that permeated the culture in the wake of World 
War I, Joyce did away with the use of straightforward narrative that 
had dominated fiction up to that time. The novel, whose structure 
mirrors that of Homer’s Odyssey, combines realistic descriptions 
of events with passages that convey the characters’ inner experi- 
ence by means of a technique known as stream of consciousness, 
in which the characters’ thoughts and feelings are presented with- 
out regard to logic or narrative order. Due to its departure from the 
traditional modes of fiction, Ulysses is often described as one of 
the seminal works of modernist literature. As stated by Pennsyl- 
vania State University professor Michael H. Begnal, “Ulysses is 
the novel that changed the direction of 20th-century fiction writ- 
ten in English.” 

Copernicus’s theory of a sun-centered solar system, the Glori- 
ous Revolution, and James Joyce’s Ulysses are just three examples 
of time-bound events that have had far-reaching effects—for bet- 
ter or worse—on the progress of human societies worldwide. His- 
tory 1s made up of an inexhaustible list of such events. In the twen- 
tieth century alone, for example, one can isolate any number of 
world-shattering moments: the first performance of Igor Stravin- 
sky’s ballet The Rites of Spring in 1913; Japan’s attack on Pearl 
Harbor on December 7, 1941; the launch of the satellite Sputnik on 
October 4, 1957. These events variously influenced the culture, so- 
ciety, and political configuration of the twentieth century. 

Greenhaven Press’s Events That Changed the World series is de- 
signed to help readers learn about world history by examining seem- 
ingly random events that have had the greatest influence on the de- 
velopment of cultures, societies, and governments throughout the 
ages. The series is divided into sets of several anthologies, with each 
set covering a period of one hundred years. Each volume begins 
with an introduction that provides essential context on the time pe- 
riod being covered. Then, the major events of the era are covered 
by means of primary and secondary sources. Primary sources in- 
clude firsthand accounts, speeches, correspondence, and other ma- 
terials that bring history alive. Secondary sources analyze the pro- 
found effects the events had on the world. Each reading is preceded 
by an introduction that puts it in context and emphasizes the event’s 
importance in the ongoing evolution of world history. Additional 
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features add to the value of the series: An annotated table of con- 
tents and an index allow readers to quickly locate material of inter- 
est. A chronology provides an easy reference for contextual infor- 
mation. And a bibliography offers opportunities for further 
exploration. All of these features help to make the Events That 
Changed the World series a valuable resource for readers interested 
in the major events that have shaped the course of humanity. 


INTRODUCTION 


the splintering of the European empire of Napoléon, the rise 

of anticolonial and nationalist movements, rebellion and wars 
of independence around the world between 1820 and 1840. Up- 
heaval continued in the mid-nineteenth century, but between 1840 
and 1860 the most radical change was social and economic rather 
than political. 

Some of the social transformation of this period was the result 
of individual achievement and invention that was essentially un- 
connected. In May 1844 American inventor Samuel F.B. Morse 
tapped the first telegraph message, “What hath God wrought?’ and 
ushered in a new era in communications; within a decade every 
state east of the Mississippi was linked by telegraph. American 
Quakers Lucretia Mott and Elizabeth Cady Stanton organized the 
Seneca Falls Convention of 1848 and galvanized the woman’s 
rights movement. In the 1850s Florence Nightingale pioneered 
nursing methods in the Crimean War and hospital reform in 
Britain, improvements adopted by health-care systems worldwide. 
British naturalist Charles Darwin revolutionized the biological sci- 
ences with his theory of evolution, published in On the Origin of 
Species in 1859. 

Many of the most significant events of the era, however, were 
not isolated achievements but clearly connected developments, 
characterized more by mass movements and pursuits than by in- 
dividual accomplishment. This pivotal chain of events had pro- 
found effects in a very short time: In only twenty years, a crop 
failure in Ireland, the discovery of a gold nugget in California, and 
the debate over slavery combined to hasten the Civil War, lead to 
one of the largest immigration waves to the United States in its 
history, and change the way Americans viewed their destiny. 


T he early nineteenth century was marked by political upheaval: 


The Irish Potato Famine Spurs Immigration 


A major link in the chain of events was a huge influx of European 
immigrants to the United States beginning in the mid-1840s. The 
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largest group was Irish. For nearly two hundred years, Ireland’s 
farm-based population had subsisted almost entirely on a single 
crop, potatoes, for both food and income. When a devastating fun- 
gus began rotting the potato crops in the fields in 1845, there was 
no surplus and no money to buy food elsewhere. Over the next 
five years nearly | million of Ireland’s 8 million people died of 
starvation or disease. By 1854 the Irish potato famine had im- 
pelled nearly 2 million others to leave the country and settle in the 
United States, where most turned to factory work in increasingly 
congested eastern cities. 

The Irish were joined by nearly a million Germans and French, 
refugees from the European revolutions of 1848; Swedes seeking 
relief from economic depression and in response to relaxation of 
emigration controls at home in the 1850s; and skilled industrial 
workers from Britain. German and Swedish farming communities 
spread in Wisconsin and Minnesota; British labor boosted the pro- 
ductivity of New England textile mills. 

At first the new immigrants were tolerated if not welcomed, es- 
pecially those groups who were most closely related to the 
English-speaking Protestant majority. As immigration increased, 
however, so did tensions between the native majority and Irish and 
German Catholics and non-English speakers, exacerbated by bad 
conditions in the urban slums where many immigrants lived. 


Manifest Destiny Supports Westward 
Migration 

The census of 1840 put the U.S. population at less than 17 mil- 
lion, sparse from today’s perspective; at the time, however, there 
was a claustrophobic sense that the country was filling up fast. The 
addition of 4 million immigrants by 1860 intensified that alarm. 
America had entered the 1840s in an economic depression. Land 
in the East was not as cheap as it used to be. The solution for many 
seeking self-advancement: Go west. 

Territorial expansion was the next link in the chain of events, dri- 
ven not only by crowding in the East but also by widespread reli- 
gious revival in the early 1840s. Few at the time doubted that God 
favored America; naturally, many argued, God wanted America to 
grow. This rationale contributed to the creation and popularity of 
the concept of manifest destiny, the belief in a mission, which some 
held was divinely ordained, to occupy all areas of the continent that 
did not yet belong to the United States and to extend American 
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ideals and democratic institutions over peoples considered inca- 
pable of self-government, such as Native Americans. 

The drive to the West was on. One 1843 wagon train, known as 
the Great Migration, alone comprised a thousand people and five 
thousand livestock. Until 1848, Oregon was the West Coast des- 
tination of choice. People who wanted to hide from family and 
business troubles, people without prospects, people driven simply 
by desire to own land could start again there if they managed to 
survive the six-month journey over the hazardous Oregon Trail. It 
was essentially a one-way trip; no one in the East expected the re- 
turn of those who left. The trail to California, an even wilder place 
visited by few other than trappers and Mexican missionaries, was 
far less traveled. 


The Gold Rush 


All that changed in March 1848, when a San Francisco newspa- 
per reported the discovery of gold on the American River near 
Sacramento. Soon reports of similar discoveries in the area 
reached the wider world, along with scientific estimations that, 
while the average concentration of gold in the earth’s crust was 
five parts per billion, in California’s Sierra region, gold occurred 
in concentrations as high as 100 million parts per billion. The next 
link in the era’s chain of great events, the California gold rush, 
dominated transcontinental migration for the next fifteen years. 

A quarter-million people looking west for opportunity shifted 
direction and descended on California with dreams of striking it 
rich. They not only crossed the Great Plains and Rocky Mountains 
by wagon train but sailed around Cape Horn and across the Pa- 
cific and trekked over the isthmus of Panama to get there. 
Chileans, Chinese, Australians, and French joined Native Ameri- 
cans, Mexicans, and American pioneers in a frenzy of prospect- 
ing and haphazard settlement. 


The New American Dream and the Fast 
Track to California Statehood 


Overnight, it seemed, Americans’ traditional Puritan ethic of grad- 
ual accumulation of worldly goods through hard work gave way 
to what historian H.W. Brands characterizes as the new American 
dream of instant wealth achieved with audacity and good luck. In- 
deed, the California gold rush proved that things could happen 
fast: Fortunes were made and lost. Cities sprang up in response to 
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sudden demand for goods and services. The explosive expansion 
of the domestic market spurred productivity that was continental 
in scope, and the economy boomed as people who came for gold 
stayed to become farmers, ranchers, and businessmen. 

At a time when long-distance travel occurred at little more than 
walking pace, the sudden need for faster access and better com- 
munication and transportation systems produced astonishingly 
quick responses; Western Union would complete the first 
transcontinental telegraph line in 1861 (dooming the venerable 
Pony Express) and the transcontinental railroad would be com- 
pleted in 1869. 

And in the fastest trip to statehood in U.S. history, California be- 
came the thirty-first state in 1850. Organized government in the re- 
gion had not kept pace with the explosive growth of population and 
industry brought on by the gold rush, and California’s new settlers 
clamored for law and order, civil services, and the stabilization that 
statehood would bring, skipping the establishment of territorial gov- 
ernment. But the successful drive tor statehood caused a new prob- 
lem: The Missouri Compromise of 1820 dictated a balance of free 
and slave states, which at the time stood at fifteen each, and Cali- 
fornia’s admission to the Union as a free state upset that balance. 


The Compromise of 1850 Hastens the End 
of the Antebellum Era 


The 1850 controversy that surrounded ratification of California 
statehood was a crucial link in the 1840-1860 chain of events. To 
pacify slave-state legislators, a new compromise had been ham- 
mered out that included passage of the Fugitive Slave Act, which 
required citizens to help recover fugitive slaves and denied fugi- 
tives the right to a jury trial. But the act only strengthened aboli- 
tionists’ resolve to put an end to slavery, and the Underground 
Railroad reached its peak as slaves in the North and South alike 
reacted to the new restrictions by attempting to flee to Canada. 

By weakening shaky political compromises and deepening po- 
litical division over the question of slavery in the territories. the 
controversy over California statehood hastened the Civil War and 
the end of the antebellum era. Events That Changed the World: 
1840-1860 examines the key events of this period to help readers 
understand not only their immediate circumstances but also their 
cause-and-effect connections and their cumulative, permanent 
consequences. 


The First Opium War Ends: August 29, 1842 
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British Takeover 
Transforms Hong 
Kong 


by Peter Ward Fay 


During the early nineteenth century, British merchants smuggled 
opium from India into China. The Chinese government enacted pro- 
hibitions on opium trafficking, and in 1839, Imperial Commissioner 
Lin Tse-hsii (or Tse-Hs) arrived in the port of Canton to oversee the 
confiscation and destruction of twenty thousand chests of opium. In 
response, Great Britain sent gunboats to Hong Kong in 1840 and 
the First Opium War broke out. After two years of fighting and the 
capture of Shanghai, Nanking, and other cities, victorious British 
forces intimidated the Chinese into signing a peace treaty at 
Nanking in 1842. 

In accordance with the terms of the treaty, China ceded Hong 
Kong to the British, opened five ports to British trade and residence, 
and were obligated to set customs duties at low levels. This “un- 
equal treaty” was the first of several that China would be compelled 
to sign with Western powers. It set a precedent of special privileges 
for European and American traders in China. It did not, however, re- 
sult in lasting peace between China and Great Britain, which fought 
each other again in the Second Opium War (1856-1860). 

In this article, Peter Ward Fay recounts the events of the First 
Opium War and the wartime appeal of Hong Kong as an anchorage 
and opium post. He focuses on the increasing interest of the British 
in Hong Kong during the course of the war and the transformation 


Peter Ward Fay, The Opium War, 1840-1842: Barbarians in the Celestial Empire in the Early 
Part of the Nineteenth Century and the War by Which They Forced Her Gates Ajar. Chapel 
Hill: University of North Carolina Press. 1997. Copyright © 1975 by the University of North 
Carolina Press. Reproduced by permission. 
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of the port since the Treaty of Nanking in 1842. Once a barren, des- 
olate island, Hong Kong became a densely populated center of trade 
and commerce. It remains an important cosmopolitan city in the 
present day. 

Peter Ward Fay was professor emeritus of history at the Califor- 
nia Institute of Technology in Pasadena until his death in 2004. He 
is the author of The Opium War, 1840-1842: Barbarians in the Ce- 
lestial Empire in the Early Part of the Nineteenth Century, from 
which this selection is taken. 


peaks, the gullies falling to narrow beaches and rocky coves. 

Two large islands and quite a few small ones embrace the 
Kowloon peninsula, which pushes gently into the South China Sea, 
and if you could somehow bring the land parts tidily together, you’d 
have a square only twenty miles on a side. So it’s no more than a 
patch, this, possessing no natural resources; in fact, not even gifted, 
given the narrowness of the shoreline and the steepness of the ap- 
proach, as a place nature intended for a port. A patch of ground that 
in the 1840s, when it first began to get attention, could point to only 
a handful of inhabitants, most of them farmers and fisherman, and 
offered no compelling reason why it should ever attract more. In 
short, a piece of China that on the face of it ought never to have be- 
come what today it has become: a place packed with over six mil- 
lion people, almost all of whom are Chinese, and almost none of 
whom farm or fish. A place well known to westerners, many of 
them Americans, who come and go and even settle down, brought 
less by the tourist attractions than by the business opportunities it 
offers—the money to be made—at the highest levels of commerce 
and finance. A place well known to a particular group among these 
westerners, a group brought for the same reasons but harboring a 
feeling—a keen and now somewhat bitter feeling—that they have 
always been more than visitors: they be/ong there. And a govern- 
ment, distant, acidly determined, that insists they never have and 
don’t. The place, of course, is Hong Kong. 


t’s a place all ups and downs, the hills rising to gaunt granite 


The Transformation of Hong Kong 
No one looking back to the moment when Hong Kong began to 
make a name for itself should have expected that because it was 
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barren and empty, barren and empty it would always be. Circum- 
stances have a way of invalidating expectation. The circumstance 
in this case was a decision on the part of the British, shortly be- 
fore the Opium War began, to take refuge there. Hong Kong is- 
land (eventually it passed its name on to the colony as a whole) is 
some eight miles long and up to four miles wide. It lies east to 
west just below the Kowloon peninsula and forms a “U” about 
Kowloon’s tip but always a mile or more away. The water there is 
deep but the bottom is not beyond the reach of an anchor. The 
wind is muffled (not always—a typhoon at Hong Kong can be dis- 
astrous) on the west by Lantao, the other big island in the group, 
and on the east by an extension of the mainland. As a place to drop 
anchor in, nothing more secure is available anywhere else about 
the Gulf of Canton. Indeed, so effectively does the topography 
lock Hong Kong in that if you arrive one evening by sea, as 
tourists often do, when you come on deck in the morning you may 
wonder how your ship got in at all. 

A safe anchorage—that was all the British at the time wanted. 
There was no thought of landing or taking on goods. The narrow- 
ness of the seafront would not have been helpful, and anyway, 
there were no docks or landing slips. But on a day late in August 
1839, they came, several score merchant ships accompanied by 
the few smal! men-of-war available to Charles Elliot—he was the 
chief superintendent of trade, and in that capacity Britain’s only 
official representative on the China coast. Besides officers and 
crew and men from the agency houses, the ships carried the whole 
of the British community—men, women, and children—at 
Macao. They had left at the insistence of the Portuguese governor 
because Chinese troops were threatening Macao from the north. 
In the gulf itself there had already been some bloody scraps. Off 
Lantao one night, boatloads of Chinese had attacked a passage 
schooner, killed every lascar except the bosun (who jumped into 
the water and clung to the rudder), and so knocked about the 
single English passenger—cutting off one ear and stuffing it into 
his mouth—that it was a mercy he survived. No doubt these had 
been pirates. There were many about the gulf. But war junks of 
the Chinese maritime service were making threatening gestures, 
too. And behind all this was a much more annoying development. 
In March, at the height of the trading season, a special high com- 
missioner sent direct from Peking (Beijing) had reached Canton 
(Guangzhou), lectured the local mandarins and the Hong mer- 
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chants into a state of shock, and made arrangements to bring the 
barbarians, particularly the British barbarians, to order. His first 
step had been to cut the barbarians off from all contact with 
Macao or their ships. His second had been to force, as a condition 
of their release, the surrender of merchandise worth several mil- 
lion doilars. Next, he had declared all further trade with the British 
closed until other conditions were met, conditions with which the 
British had made it plain they would not comply. And at the same 
time he had signaled, by the suddenly vigorous behavior of his 
war junks and troops, that if they wouldn’t, they would pay. 


The Start of the Opium War 


The merchandise was opium, twenty thousand chests of it, brought 
into the gulf and up to the mouth of the Canton (or Pearl) river, 
surrendered there to the special high commissioner Lin Tse-Hs, 
and destroyed by being dumped into salt water. Twenty thousand 
chests worth perhaps six million dollars, or two-and-a-half mil- 
lion pounds sterling. Elliot had persuaded the merchants involved 
(Lin, no fool, had a pretty good idea who they were and how much 
of the stuff they had) to send for the chests. Naturally, they were 
not in the river, but in receiving ships (floating warehouses) out in 
the gulf or up the coast, or in the opium clippers that had brought 
them from Calcutta. Getting word to these vessels had taken time. 
There was a good deal of resistance to the giving of the necessary 
orders, in part because most of the chests belonged to distant per- 
sons who had entrusted them to these merchants to be sold. But 
Elliot had assured them that he asked for the surrender on behalf 
of his government. Surely it would find the money to cover the 
loss. Failing that, it would compel the Chinese to do so. 
Meanwhile, the British were looking for their safe anchorage, 
not because they walked in fear and trembling of what Lin Tse- 
Hs would do now, but because they intended to make his next 
move impossible. He had taken them for a tidy sum by catching 
them up a river. He must not be allowed to catch them thus 
again—not him, not others, ever. Lin knew where they were. 
British vessels had dropped anchor at Hong Kong before and had 
not hesitated to meet impertinent behavior—in their contidence 
that was how they instinctively perceived it—with solid shot. They 
would not hesitate now. And if things turned violent Lin would be 
instantly alerted. But the Hong Kong roadstead, a mile wide, with 
exits at both ends and no forts save a small battery at Kowloon, 
Sentti County Public Library. 
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was a far cry from the Canton River. He could never repeat his 
maneuver here. 

Wisely, he did not try. As for the British, for a while they stayed 
on, nearly seventy vessels which, if you include their crews, meant 
several thousand men, some armed, all restless, living aboard ship 
but going ashore for water and recreation. To Jack Tar [a general 
epithet for sailors], going ashore no doubt meant women and 
drink. There were clashes. Rumor had it some of the springs were 
poisoned, and when three war junks suspected of directing it re- 
fused to move off, Elliot sent a cutter and two other craft and al- 
most blew them, much larger though they were, out of the water. 
Was this the beginning of the war, the Opium War? In those days, 
formality and habit required at the start of a war a declaration to 
that effect, a declaration accompanied by the withdrawal of am- 
bassadors. But neither Peking nor London had ambassadors posi- 
tioned and ready to be withdrawn; Peking because it could per- 
ceive about the world no equal to whom an ambassador could 
possibly be sent, London because Peking could not possibly, of 
course, receive one. Perhaps, then, we should fix the war’s open- 
ing at the moment when London decided to send an expeditionary 
force. Or at the moment . . . when the force arrived and made se- 
rious fighting possible. 


The Wartime Appeal of Hong Kong 


The force arrived in June 1840, paused briefly off the gulf, left a 
few ships and troops behind, and went on up the coast. Chusan 
was its first serious objective, direct diplomatic contact with 
Peking the goal. What the reader will also discover is that although 
the men and ships left behind recovered command of the gulf 
(men, women, and children went back to Macao), Hong Kong was 
not abandoned. On the contrary, it gradually became the anchor- 
age of choice for men-of-war and merchant vessels both. 

Its very emptiness was inviting. Men-of-war could drop anchor, 
load provisions, take on water, and replace canvas, rigging, and 
spars, free from interference or even observation on the part of the 
Chinese. They, after all, had little presence on the Kowloon side 
of the roadstead. They had no presence at all on the island, and 
made no attempt to establish any, which was not surprising given 
their habitual inability to take seriously barbarians who ap- 
proached by sea. An attempt would have failed anyway. Reaching 
the roadstead by land would have proved difficult. They could not 
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have laid out and built a proper fort, even on the Kowloon side. 
quickly enough to withstand what a frigate’s broadsides were sure 
to send their way at the very first sign of the intent. But the same 
frigate, anchored in this roadstead, was in an excellent position to 
sally out instantly into the gulf, or set off up the coast. The ad- 
vantages were obvious. And they corresponded nicely with what 
London had in mind. 

For with the expeditionary force had come certain instructions 
from Her Majesty’s Government, and among them was one that 
directed the establishing, somewhere along China's coast. of a 
base and refuge for Her Majesty’s forces, perhaps temporary, but 
eventually to be made permanent by a formal act of cession. The 
why of all this was not explicit. No doubt London, however, had 
not forgotten what had happened a few years back to Lord 
Napier—peer, naval officer, and the first superintendent of trade— 
when he went up to Canton and (among other things) tried to ap- 
proach the governor-general directly. The governor-general had 
not taken kindly to this. He had ordered Napier away, and when 
he would not leave, forcibly confined him to the factories. Napier 
had two frigates at the Bogue. He summoned them up. With some 
difficulty they got as far as Whampoa, within sight of the facto- 
ries, but there their own deep draft, and the sight of chop boats 
weighted with rocks (being sunk in a way calculated to trap them), 
gave their skippers pause. They went no farther. Napier hung on 
a little longer and then, sick and dispirited, let himself be sent 
down slowly, almost alone, and by a devious route. Within hours 
of reaching Macao he was dead. 


Possession of Hong Kong 

Napier was surely not forgotten. In London the humiliation had 
inflamed, among others, the Duke of Wellington. But this was not 
the first time an effort to meet the Middle Kingdom on equal terms 
had failed, and the cost—one man’s death—cannot have seemed 
exorbitant. Not so the cost, even if measured simply in pounds, 
shillings, and pence, of the forcible confinement a little more than 
a year back of the entire British merchant community at the very 
same place. The expeditionary force had been sent to China to ef- 
face that unjust and humiliating act, and to recover the value of 
the confiscated chests plus expenses. It could not, of course, re- 
main on the China coast forever. A secure enclave was necessary 
while the task of coaxing or forcing China into relations of equal- 
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ity and openness went forward. And Hong Kong, it seemed to El- 
liot and others on the spot, would do nicely. 

Without waiting, therefore, for Her Majesty’s Government to 
specify the when and where of the required enclave, Sir Gordon 
Bremer, the senior naval officer on the station, took formal pos- 
session of Hong Kong in Britain’s name on January 26, 1841, ata 
little promontory thereafter known as Possession Point. Her 
Majesty’s Government was not altogether pleased when it heard. 
The island as described struck Lord Palmerston, the foreign secre- 
tary, as rather a barren place, which of course it was. A small group 
of Protestant missionaries, who came over from Macao to look 
around, thought as little of its prospects. “A continued chain of un- 
couth, naked, rocky, poor, uncultivated, and uncultivable moun- 
tains,” one is reported to have said. But there was no going back on 
Bremer’s action. The naval officers were happy with the selection. 

So were the merchants. If the anchorage was useful for men- 
of-war, it was even more useful for their opium ships. The traffic 
in that commodity had never required warehousing on a large 
scale. A careful selection among samples, a leisurely bargaining 
over price, and the other ordinary procedures of trade in teas, cot- 
ton, and the like had not been required. Opium’s bulk was mod- 
est, relatively speaking. If packed properly it did not spoil. Best of 
all, as long as the demand was high, you did not have to go look- 
ing for customers: they came to you, paid you on the spot in sil- 
ver, and went away with what they had ordered. Your only worry 
was interference by pirate or mandarin boats, and for that you 
armed your vessels well. But if you lay in an anchorage that men- 
of-war frequented, so much the better—they would lend you a 
fighting hand. Hong Kong was such. With its possession now for- 
mal, the merchants should be able to expand. “Elliot says that he 
sees no objection to our storing opium there,” James Matheson 
wrote to one of the Jardines, “and as soon as the New Year holi- 
days are over I shall set about building.” Build he did. Others, who 
like Matheson did business in much more than just the drug, built 
too. Before the Opium War was over, the north shore of the island 
boasted a road some four miles in length, with a straggling ribbon 
of a town along it. The mat sheds of the Chinese were relieved 
from time to time by houses built of a mixture of clay, lime, and 
broken stone, the whole pounded between wooden forms. There 
were even a few bungalows and godowns in granite or brick. 

Hong Kong and opium. The place, the British, the drug. A nat- 


TRS TORANA VARENS 23 


ural, deadly, three-way symbiosis. The one inconceivable without 
the other two, particularly if you have been listening to what offi- 
cial China tells us and whole masses of Chinese believe. Hong 
Kong itself had a dose of this as the appointed surrender, sched- 
uled to take place on the last day of June 1997, came near. The 
theme was homecoming. Taking Hong Kong back from the British 
was to be a homecoming, not just for the Hong Kong Chinese but 
for Chinese everywhere. Homecoming “driven home without 
pause” (reported Ian Buruma of the New York Review Of Books, 
who was there), “in official speeches, a new movie, mass stadium 
demonstrations, newspaper headlines, buttons and badges, T-shirts 
and posters, and slogans in wooden Chinese.” The homecoming 
was to be a patriotic victory that wiped out 150 years of humilia- 
tion and shame inflicted by the British and the despicable native 
hucksters through whom they did their smuggling. For it was at 
Hong Kong, seized impudently and brazenly so many, many years 
ago, that the British had pushed for so long, and with such dread- 
ful consequences to China’s millions, their unconscionable traffic 
in opium. 


The First Opium War Ends: August 29, 1842 
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Nanking Is in 
Danger 


by Imperial Commissioner Ch-i-Ying, 
Depuiy Lieutenant General Yilipu, and 
Governor-General Niu Ken 


Great Britain and China signed the Treaty of Nanking, ending the 
First Opium War on August 29, 1842. This document is a report to 
the Chinese emperor from the Chinese government officials holding 
posts in the region where the fighting took place. The memorial, as 
the on site report is called, captures the mood of the officials and the 
pressures they encountered in the days leading up to the peace 
agreement. In early August the British made various demands, in- 
cluding monetary compensation, cession of Hong Kong, and na- 
tional equality in official communication with China’s government. 
The officials who drafted this document emphasize that according 
to the British, acquiescing to these demands will end hostilities 
whereas refusing them will escalate fighting. The British troops 
took Nanking in a show of force. The Chinese authors take the 
British threats seriously. Because they are mediators whose role is 
to advise the emperor, the officials not only posit but recommend 
negotiation as an alternative to continued hostility. The demands, as 
the government representatives see them, are greedy but otherwise 
without ill intent. 


n the eighth day of this month [August 13, 1842], we, 
your ministers, made a joint memorial reporting the story 
of the management of barbarians’ [England’s] affairs. The 


Imperial Commissioner Ch-i- Ying. Deputy Lieutenant Genera! Yilipu, and Governor-General 
Niu Ken, “The English Threaten the Chinese Officials at Nanking with Force,” A Critical 
Study of the First Anglo-Chinese War: With Documents, edited by P.C. Kuo. Shanghai, China: 
The Commercial Press. 1935. 
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day preceding that [August 12, 1842], the said barbarians made a 
list of their demands, and the list was brought back to us by our 
commissioner Tafengpu. 


British Demands 


We found that the first of their demands was to have 21.000.000 
dollars in foreign currency from us. Of that sum 6,000,000 should 
be paid in the present year, and the rest in annual installments. The 
second was the demand to have Hongkong to be their port. And, 
in addition, they asked to have the privilege to trade at Canton, Fu- 
chow, Amoy, Ningpo, and Shanghai. The third demand was the 
principle of national equality in official communications with the 
Chinese government. Although there were other demands, yet 
these three were the fundamental points. 

They emphatically declared that if these demands were com- 
plied with, they will have peace and amity with us and will never 
start any hostilities. But, if these demands should be refused, they 
will fight, and also will go to invade other provinces. 

Just when we were conferring on the measures to be taken in 
reply to this, the barbarians suddenly flew a red flag and mounted 
huge cannons on Chung-shan. It was about eight o'clock P.M. on 
the eighth day of the month [August 13, 1842], and the occasion 
for the action was the rumor that we had called hither the troops 
of Shechung to attack them. The barbarians declared that they 
were ready to assault the city on the morrow, and their temper was 
very rough. 


Nanking in Danger 

We found that although there were troops garrisoning the city of 
Nanking, yet the circumference of the metropolis amounts to more 
than fifty li [a Chinese unit of distance equal to about one-third 
mile], and the troops we had were not sufficiently strong. Further- 
more, the forces that came from Kiangsi, Hupeh, and Hstichow had 
met defeat before, and consequently they had little esprit de corps. 
We dared not to rely upon them. Besides, Chung-shan is so near to 
the metropolis that, should the barbarians once fire from the heights, 
it is certain that we cannot stand it even for a brief moment. The sen- 
timent among the people here was feeble. When they caught wind 
of the threatened attack, they seethed with panic and fear. Instantly, 
tens of thousands of men and women crowded to our yamen | gov- 
ernment headquarters], filling the streets and crying for rescue. 
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Since the barbarians began to flout our authority, they have 
gone from Canton to Fukien, thence to Chekiang, and finally up 
the Yangtze river. The troops sent by us had all failed to check their 
advance. Now they assembled a great number of rotten people, 
and their ships numbered more than eighty. With these men and 
vessels they captured Chinkiang, dominated the Yangtze river, and 
cut off our communication between the north and the south. And, 
at present, they have all advanced to besiege Nanking, which is 
consequently in imminent danger. We have seen the critical con- 
ditions direct. Should we still persist in resistance and should the 
city fall to the barbarians, the loss of our own lives is an insignif- 
icant matter. But we fear that once this city, the metropolis of three 
provinces, should be upset, not only would the route to Chinkiang 
be cut off, but the barbarians could easily sail direct to the capi- 
tals of Anhwei, Kiangsi, and Hupeh. Moreover, according to a re- 
port of the magistrate of Yangchow, Pang I-chu, the barbarians had 
declared that if they fight and lose, they will employ native trai- 
tors to instigate troubles from within. Should this be true, the di- 
saster would be still more inconceivable. 


No Dark Schemes 


We believe that, although the demands of the barbarians are in- 
deed rapacious, yet they are little more than a desire for ports and 
for the privilege of trade. There are no dark schemes in them. 
Compared with war which will inevitably entail great disasters, 
we would rather see assent be given to their demands, and thus 
save the whole country south of the Yangtze. 

We have sent a communication to the barbarians binding upon 
them the agreement that if they repent and stop fighting, we will 
presently negotiate with them according to the conditions they 
proposed, and that meantime we will petition the favor of your 
Majesty to give assent thereto. But should the animal temper of 
the barbarians still refuse to obey these commands, we have only 
one alternative, and that is to stir up our soldiers and officers to 
make a last defense of the city. We would not consider what might 
be the consequences, victory or defeat. 


The First Telegraph Message Is Sent: 
May 24, 1844 


The 
Communication 
Revolution Began 
with Morse’s 
Invention 
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by Daniel A. Wren and Ronald G. Greenwood 


In 1837 Samuel F.B. Morse patented his invention, the telegraph. 
This machine worked by sending clicking signals over a wire, based 
on an alphabetical code devised by Morse. Congress was impressed 
by Morse’s invention and funded an effort to place a test cable be- 
tween Baltimore, Maryland, and Washington, D.C. On May 24. 
1844, the first telegraph message was sent over a distance. The bib- 
lical phrase, “What hath God wrought!” was the message transmit- 
ted over forty miles from the Supreme Court in Washington to 
Baltimore. 

In the following selection, Daniel A. Wren and Ronald G. Green- 
wood write that the “communication revolution” began with 
Morse’s telegraph. The authors note that success of the telegraph ul- 
timately inspired other communication pioneers such as telephone 
inventor Alexander Graham Bell to work on new technology. Ac- 
cording to Wren and Greenwood, the telegraph had a greater impact 
on American business in the nineteenth century than any other de- 
velopment aside from railroads. The first successful telegraph trans- 
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mission was quickly followed by the establishment of telegraph 
companies and construction of lines across the country. Distance 
was now measured by time intervals as well as miles. Wren and 
Greenwood explain that because telegraph cables were often placed 
along railroad rights-of-way, a close relationship evolved between 
transportation and communication. The authors note that when 
Morse died in 1872, his invention was recognized as the world’s 
standard for telecommunication. 

Daniel A. Wren is a retired professor of management at the Uni- 
versity of Oklahoma in Oklahoma, where he is currently curator of 
the Harry W. Bass Business History Collection. Ronald G. Green- 
wood taught management history at the University of Wisconsin in 
Madison and several other institutions. Both authors have written a 
number of books on the history of management. 


over the invading Persian army at Marathon to Athens, a dis- 

tance of some twenty-two miles, in three hours. It is told that 
this messenger gasped the news to his audience but then fell dead 
of his exertion. The story of this early messenger illustrates the 
primitive reliance on humans, animals, or other natural forces for 
communicating over long distances. Messengers and commerce 
appear hand in hand historically, representing the reliance of busi- 
ness on means of communication. Indeed, Mercury, the Latin god 
of commerce, portrayed as wearing a winged hat, was also the 
messenger of the gods and the god of eloquence. 


n 490 Bc, Pheidippides carried the news of the Greek victory 


The Communication Revolution 


Other than a national network of railroads, no development had as 
much impact on U.S. business in the nineteenth century as the 
telegraph. The telegraph enabled a rapid exchange of messages 
over long distances, quickly and cheaply, connecting buyers, sell- 
ers, and transporters. Without the telegraph, a national and inter- 
national market would not have emerged as quickly as it did. The 
communication revolution began with Samuel F.B. Morse and his 
telegraph, a quantum leap in information technology. Ezra Cor- 
nell built and promoted the telegraph, and he saw the need for 
consolidation, but fell prey to the intrigues of an emerging indus- 
try. Finally, Alexander Graham Bell represents another advance- 
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ment in communicating over distances, the telephone, which came 
to rival the telegraph. Bell was an inventor, but, more important., 
he was also an entrepreneur. 

The forces of electricity and magnetism were known since an- 
cient times but it was not until the early 1800s that Hans Christ- 
ian Oersted discovered that electricity could travel by wire and 
produce a magnetic effect at a terminal. By switching the current 
on and off a magnetic charge or discharge could be effected. Other 
scientists such as Michael Faraday, James Maxwell, Alessandro 
Volta, and Sir William Thomson (Lord Kelvin) became interested 
in this phenomenon, but it appears that André-Marie Ampère was 
the first to suggest that electro-magnetism could be used for “‘dis- 
tance signaling.” 

Scientists in Britain and Europe were working on transmitting 
electromagnetic impulses by wire in the 1830s. While in Europe a 
young portrait painter and inventor, Samuel F.B. Morse, became 
intrigued with these ideas, especially Ampere’s distance signaling. 
Morse was born in Charleston, Massachusetts, on April 27, 1791, 
the son of Jedediah and Elizabeth Ann Breese Morse. Samuel stud- 
ied “natural philosophy,” which included classes in electricity and 
chemistry, at Yale College, but his ambition was to be an artist. It 
was his trip abroad in 1832 to seek portrait commissions that 
brought him into contact with the scientific work there. 

Returning from Europe, Morse devised a code of dots and 
dashes that represented letters of the alphabet. These marks would 
appear on a moving strip of paper at a terminal in response to elec- 
tromagnetic impulses sent by wire. Morse developed the idea in 
1832 but did not patent it until 1837 as the electromagnetic record- 
ing telegraph. In that same year William Cooke and Charles 
Wheatstone obtained a British patent and installed thirteen miles 
of wires on poles along the Great Western Railroad, a German 
named Steinheil demonstrated distance signaling from Munich to 
a nearby village, and others were gaining patents. A great legal 
battle was about to begin. 


The First Telegraph Transmission 

Initial capital came from Alfred Vail, the son of a successful iron 
works owner in Morristown, New Jersey. Vail had seen Morse 
demonstrate his telegraph, saw its potential, and borrowed money 
from his father for a one-fourth interest in developing it. In 1838 
Morse strung three miles of wires and transmitted the message “A 
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patient waiter is no loser” throughout the interior of the Speedwell 
tron Works. 

Morse and Vail wished to demonstrate further the telegraph and 
sought financial support from Congress. The plan was to insert in- 
sulated copper wires in lead pipes that would be laid in a trench 
to be dug between the dual track lines of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad between Baltimore and Washington, D.C. Morse was ap- 
propriated his estimated cost of $25,420 and he began his origi- 
nal plan with a young mechanic, Ezra Cornell, inventing a ditch- 
digging machine that would also cover the pipe after it was 
installed. Early in the project, it was discovered that the lead pipes 
leaked badly, allowing water to soak through the insulation and 
disrupt the electrical flow. 

After considerable discussion it was decided to follow the 
British example and place the wires on poles. More money was 
needed for poles, hole digging, pole insulators, and so on, so 
Morse went back to Congress, finally getting his total appropria- 
tion increased to $30,000. Morse may have been the first federal 
contractor to incur a cost overrun. 

Construction was finally completed, and the first telegraphic 


Samuel’F.B. MONS (center) reenacts eranmi the very 
first telegraphic message in 1844. 
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message over a longer distance was transmitted from the chamber 
of the U.S. Supreme Court in Washington, D.C., to Baltimore. 
Maryland, a distance of some forty miles, on May 24, 1844. The 
message was from the Old Testament: “What hath God wrought” 
(Numbers 23:23). 

Once demonstrated, the problem was what to do to further de- 
velop the telegraph. Congress appropriated $8,000 to operate the 
telegraph and placed responsibility for it in the postmaster gen- 
eral’s office. Morse offered his patent rights to the government for 
$100,000. This notion was rejected by the postmaster general. 
Cave Johnson, who had earlier pronounced the telegraph as “un- 
worthy of the notice of sensible men.” In its first year of operation 
the Washington-Baltimore line lost money, reinforcing Johnson’s 
opinion that the telegraph’s revenues could never “be made equal 
to its expenditures” under any circumstances. Johnson’s myopia 
brought history’s good fortune—the telegraph would be a private 
enterprise and not part of the U.S. Postal Service. 


The Effects of Morse’s Invention 


Morse formed the Magnetic Telegraph Company, appointed a for- 
mer postmaster general, Amos Kendall. as his attorney and busi- 
ness manager, and spent the next ten years defending his patent, 
refining his invention, and traveling and promoting the telegraph. 
There were numerous rivals in the United States and abroad, but 
the Morse patents of 1837, 1840, and 1846 stood legal test after 
test until the U.S. Supreme Court upheld Morse’s rights in 1854. 

The Magnetic Telegraph Company had started the business, but 
Amos Kendall was licensing the Morse patent to numerous others, 
who began to build lines across the United States to the Mississippi 
River. In 1855 there were an estimated twenty-five electric tele- 
graph companies in various locales. Messages were not cheap: 50¢ 
for ten words, and 5¢ for each additional word, rates that were af- 
fordable primarily by commercial ventures. The report of an 1855 
committee indicated the changes that were occurring: 


The advantages to be derived from the adoption of the Electric 
Telegraph, have in no country been more promptly appreciated 
than in the United States. A system of communication that anni- 
hilates distance was felt to be of vital importance, both politically 
and commercially, in a country so vast, and having a population 
so widely scattered. .. . 
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Distances are now to be measured by intervals, not of space, but of 
time: to bring Boston, New York, and Philadelphia into instanta- 
neous communication with New Orleans and St. Louis—In the op- 
erations of commerce, the great capitals of the North, South, and 
West are moved, as it were, by a common intelligence; information 
respecting the state of the various markets is readily obtained, the 
results of consignments may be calculated almost with certainty, and 
sudden fluctuations in price in a great measure provided against. 


Typically built along railroad rights-of-way, the telegraph and 
the railroads formed the earliest connections to integrate trans- 
portation and communication. On the New York and Erie, for ex- 
ample, the telegraph line was built in 1848 and used for dispatch- 
ing trains. When Daniel McCallum became superintendent of that 
line in 1854, he developed information management to what was 
probably the highest state of the art for the times. He used the tele- 
graph to make operations safer as well as to facilitate administra- 
tion by requiring hourly reports to show the position of every train 
in the system, daily reports on passengers and cargo, and monthly 
reports to give management statistical accounts for planning, rate 
making, and control. 

In 1854 a submarine cable crossed the Gulf of St. Lawrence to 
connect Nova Scotia and Newfoundland. Morse bragged that now 
Europe was “within six days of America,” that is, the telegraph to 
Newfoundland and six days on a steamer to Galway, Ireland. Oc- 
tober 1861 saw the completion of the first transcontinental line, 
joined in Salt Lake City—the express ponies could now retire. Af- 
ter five failures, Cyrus W. Field completed the Atlantic trans- 
oceanic cable in 1866, bringing San Francisco just a lightning 
flash away from Europe. Despite the speed of telegraphy, mes- 
sages still had to be encoded, transmitted, and decoded by humans 
at the receiving point, where Mercury’s messengers still delivered 
them to the addressee. 

Samuel F.B. Morse died on April 2, 1872, his patents upheld 
and his invention honored throughout the United States, Britain, 
and Europe as the world’s standard for telecommunications. No 
one could have imagined that from the message “What hath God 
wrought,” a century and a quarter later the signal would be “That’s 
one small step for a man, one giant leap for mankind.” 


The First Telegraph Message Is Sent: 
May 24, 1844 


azm<—m 


Morse Reflects on 
the Success of His 
Telegraph 


by Samuel F.B. Morse 


Samuel F.B. Morse (1791-1872), once a highly regarded portrait 
painter, achieved fame though his invention of the telegraph. In 
1832 a chance conversation about experiments with electromagnet- 
ism started Morse thinking about the notion of electrically sending 
messages through wires. Morse spent the next few years developing 
prototype instruments for the practical application of his idea. He 
also created a signal code for communicating with the device. By 
1837 Morse had devised and patented the telegraph. That same year 
he applied for a grant from Congress to construct a telegraph sys- 
tem. After several more years of experimentation, Morse success- 
fully sent the first message, “What hath God wrought!” on May 24, 
1844, from Baltimore to Washington, D.C. 

In the following letters, Morse reveals his sentiments about his 
telegraph project both before and after its public and commercial 
success. Morse attributes his good luck to God, and reflects on the 
significance of the sentence “What hath God wrought!” 


arch 23. [In a letter to his brother, Sidney, Morse states | 

My Telegraph labors go on well at present. The whole 

matter is now critical, or, as our good father used to say, 
‘a crisis is at hand. I hope for the best while I endeavor to prepare 
my mind for the worst... . 


Samuel F.B, Morse, Samuel EB. Morse: His Letters and Journals, Volume II, edited and sup- 
plemented by Edward Lind Morse. Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1914. 
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Progress of the Telegraph 

April 10. A brighter day is dawning upon me. I send you the In- 
telligencer of to-day, in which you will see that the Telegraph is 
successfully under way. Through six miles the experiment has 
- been most gratifying. In a few days I hope to advise you of more 
respecting it. I have preferred reserve until I could state something 
positive. I have my posts set to Beltsville, twelve miles, and you 
will see by the Intelligencer that I am prepared to go directly on 
to Baltimore and hope to reach there by the middle of May. 

May 7... You will see by the papers that the Telegraph is in 
successful operation for twenty-two miles, to the Junction of the 
Annapolis road with the Baltimore and Washington road. The 
nomination of Mr. Frelinghuysen as Vice-President was written, 
sent on, and the receipt acknowledged back in two minutes and 
one second, a distance of forty-four miles. The news was spread 
all over Washington one hour and four minutes before the cars 
containing the news by express arrived. In about a fortnight I hope 
to be in Baltimore, and a communication will be established be- 
tween the two cities. Good-bye. I am almost asleep from exhaus- 
tion, so excuse abrupt closing. . .. 


Success of the Telegraph 


It was with well-earned but modest satisfaction that he wrote to 
his brother Sidney on May 31:— 

You will see by the papers how great success has attended the 
first efforts of the Telegraph. That sentence of Annie Ellsworth’s 
was divinely indited, for it is in my thoughts day and night. ‘What 
hath God wrought!’ It is his work, and He alone could have car- 
ried me thus far through all my trials and enabled me to triumph 
over the obstacles, physical and moral, which opposed me. 

‘Not unto us, not unto us, but to thy name, O Lord, be all the 
praise.’ 

I begin to fear now the effects of public favor, lest it should kin- 
dle that pride of heart and self-sufficiency which dwells in my own 
as well as in others’ breasts, and which, alas! is so ready to be in- 
flamed by the slightest spark of praise. I do indeed feel gratified, 
and it is right I should rejoice, but I rejoice with fear, and I desire 
that a sense of dependence upon and increased obligation to the 
Giver of every good and perfect gift may keep me humble and cir- 
cumspect. 

The conventions at Baltimore happened most opportunely for 
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the display of the powers of the Telegraph, especially as it was the 
means of correspondence, in one instance, between the Democratic 
Convention and the first candidate elect for the Vice-Presidency. 
The enthusiasm of the crowd before the window of the Telegraph 
Room in the Capitol was excited to the highest pitch at the an- 
nouncement of the nomination of the Presidential candidate, and 
the whole of it afterwards seemed turned upon the Telegraph. They 
gave the Telegraph three cheers, and I was called to make my ap- 
pearance at the window when three cheers were given to me by 
some hundreds present, composed mainly of members of Congress. 

Such is the feeling in Congress that many tell me they are ready 
to grant anything. Even the most inveterate opposers have changed 
to admirers, and one of them, Hon. Cave Johnson, who ridiculed 
my system last session by associating it with the tricks of animal 
magnetism, came to me and said: ‘Sir, I give in. It is an astonish- 
ing invention.’ 

When I see all this and such enthusiasm everywhere manifested, 
and contrast the present with the past season of darkness and al- 
most despair, have I not occasion to exclaim ‘What hath God 
wrought’? Surely none but He who has all hearts in His hands, and 
turns them as the rivers of waters are turned could so have brought 
light out of darkness. ‘Sorrow may continue for a night, but joy 
cometh in the morning.’ Pray for me then, my dear brother, that I 
may have a heart to praise the great Deliverer, and in future. when 
discouraged or despairing, be enabled to remember His past mercy. 
and in full faith rest all my cares on Him who careth for us. 


The Irish Potato Famine: June 1845 
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The Famine 
Damaged English- 
Irish Relations 


by John O’Beirne Ranelagh 


The most dramatic episode of mass starvation in the nineteenth cen- 
tury was the Irish potato famine. Although the recorded dates of the 
famine vary, the initial trigger for the famine took place in 1845, 
with the years 1846-1850 marked by the worst suffering. 

In 1845 more than 2 million acres of potatoes, a staple crop, were 
planted in Ireland. However, a fungus from North America and a 
change in climate yielded a potato blight rather than a harvest. 
Failed harvests throughout Europe caused food prices to soar. Many 
Irish farmers with a diseased potato crop were then unable to pay 
rent to their landlords, especially after the crop failed again in 1846. 

Poverty, starvation, and sickness profoundly affected Ireland in 
the late 1840s and early 1850s. The British government did provide 
relief, but many Irish considered assistance too little and too late. 
The famine was ultimately a major factor in the depopulation of 
Ireland, Irish emigration, and deteriorating Irish-English relations 
for the remainder of the nineteenth century, fueling the Irish inde- 
pendence movement. 

The following excerpt by John O’ Beirne Ranelagh describes 
both the suffering brought on by the famine in Ireland and the last- 
ing consequences of the potato blight. Ranelagh employs statistics 
to illustrate the population decline that resulted from deaths—over 1 
million people in ten years—and emigration. Irish bitterness toward 
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England, the author says, is one of the most enduring effects of the 
famine in Ireland. 
John O’ Beirne Ranelagh is the author of A Short History of Ireland. 


four categories according to their relative wealth: property 

owners and farmers of more than fifty acres; artisans and 
farmers with between five and fifty acres; labourers and small- 
holders with up to five acres, and the numerically insignificant 
fourth category, ‘means unspecified’. Seventy per cent of the rural 
population were in the category of labourers and smallholders 
with five acres or less. They were spread throughout the country 
in three distinct patterns: a prosperous farming class and poor 
labouring class in the midlands and the south; a prosperous east 
and north, and an extremely poor and numerous class of impov- 
erished smallholders in the west and south-western seaboard coun- 
ties. The effects of the great famine reflected this pattern, with the 
west and south-west of the country hardest hit, and the labouring 
and impoverished smallholding groups bearing the brunt of star- 
vation, sickness and death. Fever followed famine, and people all 
over the country died from its effects, but as far as death from star- 
vation was concerned, the labouring population suffered almost 
to the exclusion of other groups. Thus in the midlands and the 
south, the prosperous farming class of people did not starve dur- 
ing the years of the ‘Great Hunger’. The famine was never gen- 
eral in the rural community. 


Failure of the Potato Crop 


Between 1841 and 1851 the population fell by nearly 20 per cent 
to 6,552, 385. Total deaths were estimated by the census com- 
missioners in the same period at 1,383,350—certainly an under- 
estimate since where whole families died, no returns were made, 
and not until 1864 was registration of births, marriages and deaths 
made compulsory. The census commissioners estimated that an- 
other 1,445,587 Irish people emigrated, mostly to America, in the 
same period. 

The direct cause of the famine and its attendant demographic 
repercussions was the persistent failure of the potato crop in the 
years 1845 and 1846, and in the partial failure of the crop in each 
of the succeeding five years. By tradition, Sir Walter Raleigh is 
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credited with the introduction of the potato to Ireland from Amer- 
ica in 1586. Within two centuries it had become the principal veg- 
etable food of the peasantry. It needed little labour to plant and 
harvest. It yielded a large amount on a small acreage, and so was 
ideally suited to the small tenant farmer. Together with buttermilk, 
it provided sufficient nutrition to sustain life and a reasonable state 
of health. By 1845 it had become the sole food of about one-third 
of the people, and bread, meat, grain or corn meal graced only the 
tables of the better off. Thus the effect of a potato crop failure 
could be devastating, and the effect of consecutive failures could 
be fatally destructive famine on a very large scale. 

Famine had already struck in Ireland many times during the 
nineteenth century: in 1807, 1817, 1821-2, 1830-4, 1836, and 
1839. However, while always accompanied by death and emigra- 
tion, potato crop failure and famine had also always been local- 
ized. In 1845 the first signs of potato crop failure came in Sep- 
tember when discolouration on the leaves of potato plants was 
noticed. When the crop was dug in October, hopes that failure 
would be small-scale and localized as in previous years were 
dashed, as over most of the country reports came in that there was 
no crop at all. The actual cause of the failure was phytophthora in- 
festans—potato blight. The spores of the blight were carried by 
wind, rain and insects and came to Ireland from Britain and the 
European continent. A fungus growth affected the potato plants, 
producing black spots and a white mould on the leaves, soon rot- 
ting the potato into a pulp. The following year, the blight was gen- 
eral, and by the beginning of 1847 it was clear that a disaster of 
unprecedented magnitude was under way. Despite the fact that 
there was no blight in 1847, because of the small supply of seed 
potatoes the healthy crop that year merely reduced the extent of 
famine, it did not end mass starvation. Typhus, dysentery, scurvy, 
hunger oedema and relapsing fever (“Yellow Fever’) brought death 
to areas of the country which had escaped the worst in the previ- 
ous years. In 1848 there was widespread, though partial, crop fail- 
ure again. In December, an outbreak of Asiatic cholera began 
which lasted until July 1849. Hundreds of thousands of people in 
various stages of starvation died from this and other fevers during 
the height of the famine, nearly all of them from the poorest sec- 
tion of the community, the small tenants and landless labourers. 
By the summer of 1847, three million people, nearly half the pop- 
ulation of Ireland, were being fed by private charities—often or- 
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ganized by the Quakers—or at public expense. So many people 
died in so short a period of time, that mass graves were provided. 
often in ground specially consecrated for the purpose. Emigration 
soared from 75,000 in 1845 to 250,000 in 1851. Thousands of em- 
igrants died during the Atlantic crossing (in 1847 there were 
17,465 documented deaths) in ‘coffin ships’ plying a speculative 
trade, often little more than rotting bulks. Thousands more died of 
sickness at disembarkation centres. 

The famine lasted in one part of the country or another from 
1845 to 1849, with its effects lasting much longer still. The 1851 
census revealed greatly enlarged urban population, numerous 
workhouse inmates, and large numbers of people in receipt of out- 
door relief, especially in the west and the poorer parts of the coun- 
try. In the west, the famine had struck hardest. There, since the time 
of Cromwell the bulk of the population had been concentrated. In 
Co. Mayo in 1841, for example, there were 475 people for every 
acre of arable land, and in the province of Connaught as a whole. 
64 per cent of the farms were smaller than five acres. Through 
these congested districts, famine diseases spread like wildfire. 


The British Government’s Response 


The danger of famine inherent in dependence upon one particular 
source of food had not escaped the awareness of the government 
in London. A century earlier, in 1740-1, a previous famine had re- 
sulted in the deaths of an estimated 400,000 Irishmen. In 1832 
famine had been accompanied by cholera. At the same time, the 
political philosophy of the day was laissez-faire, the belief in the 
efficacy of the unrestrained forces of the market in all circum- 
stances, and in common with nineteenth-century European polit- 
ical practice, British political parties were all wedded to it. Nev- 
ertheless, the response of the Tory government under Sir Robert 
Peel in 1845-6 was prompt, efficient and interventionist. 

Sir Robert Peel (1788-1850) was a politician noted for his ded- 
ication to administrative efficiency. Born in Lancashire, the son 
of a textile mill-owner, Peel entered politics in 1809 as an Irish 
Tory MP for Cashel, Co. Tipperary. In 1812 he was appointed 
chief secretary for Ireland, serving for six years—the longest of 
any chief secretary of the century. Tis tenure of office in Ireland 
was marked by the animosity Peel and Daniel O’Connell had for 
each other (O’Connell dubbed him “Orange Peel’, referred to him 
as ‘a raw youth, squeezed out of I know not what factory in En- 
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gland’, and was challenged to a duel by Peel in 1815), and by the 
imaginative—almost experimental—nature of his policies. He cre- 
ated in 1814 a police force, the Peace Preservation Police, quickly 
known as ‘Peelers’: the following year he created a precedent by 
establishing a state grant for primary education, and during the 
famine of 1817 he demonstrated his flexibility and willingness to 
flout the common wisdom of the day by providing £250,000 for 
relief works. In 1829 he led in the debate on Catholic emancipa- 
tion, supporting it in the house of commons while the prime min- 
ister, the duke of Wellington, supported it in the lords. Prime min- 
ister himself from 1834 to 35 and again from 1841 to 46, Peel 
showed himself willing to concede reform, but unwilling to con- 
sider constitutional changes, and he steadfastly opposed O’Con- 
nell’s Repeal Association. In 1845 he granted an annual endow- 
ment of £26,000 to the Catholic seminary, Maynooth College, and 
introduced the non-denominational Queen’s Colleges—the first 
State-created university colleges in British history—in an attempt 
to open higher education to Catholics. By the end of the year, 
growing famine distress in Ireland had convinced him of the need 
immediately to abolish the Corn Laws (tariffs on grain imported 
into the United Kingdom which in effect subsidized UK farmers) 
so as to lower the price of corn and therefore bread. The strong 
farming and landowning interests in the Tory Party opposed their 
leader on this issue. Peel persevered, splitting his Party and losing 
office the following year when, with Opposition Whig support, he 
forced the repeal of the Corn Laws through parliament: Benjamin 
Disraeli, the young Tory MP tor Maidenhead, leapt to prominence 
and ultimately the leadership of the Conservative Party by spear- 
heading the revolt against Peel on this issue. 

Repeal of the Corn Laws was only one of several measures Peel 
applied to relieve the effects of famine. In November 1845 he ap- 
pointed a scientific commission to decide what should be done: 
they incorrectly diagnosed the nature of the potato blight, and so 
were ineffective, but this was not Peel’s fault. He himself recog- 
nized that the first priority had to be the provision of food, and he 
personally authorized (without cabinet approval) the purchase of 
£100,000 of maize from the United States for distribution in Ire- 
land by a Relief Commission he set up to coordinate relief work. 
To provide employment and thus money for starving Irishmen to 
buy food. early in 1846 he secured the passage of Acts which au- 
thorized improvements for Irish harbours and roads. He encour- 
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aged voluntary relief committees (about 650 were formed by Au- 
gust 1846) and established special food depots which released 
food supplies on to the open market so as to ensure that local 
traders would not be able to raise prices and capitalize on misery. 
Altogether, his policies worked: no one died from starvation alone 
while Peel was in office. 


Alleviation Measures 


Having split his Party over the repeal of the Corn Laws, Peel was 
voted out of office at the end of June 1846. His successor as prime 
minister, the Whig Lord John Russell, came into office just as it 
was becoming clear that, for the first time, the whole potato crop 
of Ireland was blighted. Part of Peel’s success in dealing with the 
famine lay in the fact that the 1845 crop failure was only partial. 
In 1846, Ireland was faced with famine of an altogether greater 
magnitude. This was compounded by Russell. Unlike Peel, who 
had pragmatically concentrated upon ensuring that there was 
enough food to feed those in desperate need, Russell was a doc- 
trinaire exponent of /aissez-faire. He also headed a minority gov- 
ernment, dependent upon the votes of Tories who had found Peel 
too liberal. So, while the Whigs had supported Peel over the re- 
peal of the Corn Laws, and while Russell himself had a liberal 
record, in order to stay in office he found it necessary to stick to 
political principles generally acceptable to Tories. In October 1846 
he set out his approach to the famine: ‘It must be thoroughly un- 
derstood that we cannot feed the people. .. . We can at best keep 
down prices where there is no regular market and prevent estab- 
lished dealers from raising prices much beyond the fair price with 
ordinary profits.’ His policies emphasized employment rather than 
food for famine victims in the belief that private enterprise, not 
government, should be responsible for food provision, and that the 
cost of Irish relief work should be paid for by Irishmen. Peel’s Re- 
lief Commission was abolished, and all public relief work was put 
in the hands of the 12,000 civil servants in the Board of Works 
who manfully tried to find work for nearly 750,000 starving 
people on top of all their normal responsibilities. Workhouses 
were built where, in return for hard (and often pointless) work, 
starving peasants were paid starvation wages. Tens of thousands 
of people died during the winter of 1846, forcing the government 
to accept that its policies were not working and that Peel’s policy 
of state intervention in food supply and distribution was the only 
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alternative. In March 1847, Russell authorized the general distri- 
bution of food to the destitute. No one who held as much as a 
quarter of an acre could qualify, however, with the result that hun- 
dreds of thousands gave up their holdings in order not to starve. 

Private enterprise also contributed significantly to the allevia- 
tion of distress. Many individual landlords did the best they could 
for their tenants. Soup kitchens, freely feeding starving peasants, 
were established by landlords and notably by the Society of 
Friends and the British Relief Association. Unfortunately, some 
evangelical Anglican clergymen, particularly in the west of Ire- 
land, brought distrust to the notion of soup kitchens with 
‘Souperism’: offering nourishment to people in return for their 
conversion. Early in 1847, government-sponsored soup kitchens 
were established, and by August that year 3,000,000 people a day 
were being fed by them. But Russell and his colleagues never con- 
ceived of interfering with the structure of the Irish economy in the 
ways that would have been necessary to prevent the worst effects 
of the famine. There was no attempt to reform tenancies or agri- 
cultural practices. Instead, landlords (who were responsible for 
the rates of their tenants on holdings valued at £4 or less, even if 
rents were not paid) in some cases evicted tenants as a way of re- 
ducing rate bills (in 1850, 104,000 people were evicted), and farm- 
ers and merchants were able to export grain and cattle without 
government hindrance. One of the most remarkable facts about 
the famine period is that an average £100,000 of food was ex- 
ported from Ireland every month: almost throughout, Ireland re- 
mained a net exporter of food. 

In addition to private and government intervention, the Poor 
Law unions administered the bulk of relief work. The 130 unions 
in Ireland had been introduced in 1838 with the Irish Poor Law 
Act, extending the British Poor Law system to Ireland. Under his 
system each union was supervised by a Board of Guardians con- 
sisting of local ratepayers, responsible for workhouses where the 
destitute could work in exchange for subsistence wages. The 
unions were supported by local rates, and as a result whole dis- 
tricts were bankrupted through the unions’ expenditure during the 
famine. In an attempt both to contain such bankruptcy and to ex- 
tend workhouse relief, in 1847 the government increased the num- 
ber of unions to 162. The extent of their work can be judged by 
the numbers employed in relief works: 114,600 in October 1846; 
570,000 in January 1847 and 734,000 in March. Over £7 million 
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was spent by the government in grants and loans during the 
famine, much of this through the Poor Law unions... . 


Varied Consequences of the Famine 


The long-term consequences of the famine were varied and 
tremendous. The most notable was the tradition it firmly estab- 
lished of emigration, principally to the United States of America. 
Between 1845 and 1855, nearly two million people had emigrated 
from Ireland to America and Australia, and another 750,000 to 
Britain. By 1900 over four million Irishmen had crossed the At- 
lantic, and as many lived abroad as in Ireland. In the century up to 
1930, it is estimated that one out of every two people born in Ire- 
land emigrated. Between 195! and 1961, net emigration from the 
country as a whole amounted to 437,682. Since then, emigration 
has fallen substantially, but it is still an element in Irish life. 

There were other drastic consequences too. Potatoes declined 
rapidly in importance as the remaining farmers and tenants in Ire- 
land after the famine changed over from tillage to grazing sheep 
and cattle. This in turn ended the practice of farm subdivision, and 
one son came generally to inherit farms intact. Emigration or a 
threadbare existence were the choices facing younger children, and 
practically every census between 1851 and 1961 showed a decline 
in Ireland’s population (a 0.46 per cent population increase was re- 
ported in 1936-7, and an increase of 1.96 per cent shown in 1951). 
Part of the population loss reflected the increasing age at which 
Irish people in the main began to marry: in 1900 in rural Ireland 
the average age at marriage for men was thirty-nine and for women 
thirty-one. Late marriage was a characteristic of the Irish farming 
community before the famine, with only the labouring/cottier class 
enjoying early marriage. After the famine, the labouring/cottier 
class (which was hit hardest) was much reduced, and farmers be- 
came the largest single class on the land, a phenomenon reflected 
not only in the characteristic of late marriage, but also in a change 
in the nature of land-ownership. Indeed, the famine affected the 
farming community only slightly, and it emerged strengthened as 
a consequence. As labourers and cottiers died or emigrated, leav- 
ing their small-holdings, so small farmers extended their plots. In 
1845 there had been nearly 630,000 holdings of up to fifteen acres 
(with each holding basically supporting a family): by 1851 there 
were only 318,000. In the same period, the number of holdings of 
fifteen acres or more increased from 277,000 to 290,000. 
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The famine also ended the widespread use of the Irish language. 
Gaelic, the natural language of 4 million Irish people in 1841, by 
1851 was spoken only by 1.7 million; in 1911 by only 527,000. 
‘The Famine’, wrote Douglas Hyde in 1891, ‘knocked the heart 
out of the Irish language. Speaking Irish had become firmly iden- 
tified with poverty and peasanthood, with famine and death. In the 
later decades of the nineteenth century, Irish-speaking parents 
joined wholeheartedly with priests and teachers to force their chil- 
dren to speak only English. English was identified with success 
and well-being. It was the language of commerce, and the language 
of emigrant relatives too. The 1831 National Education Act estab- 
lished English as the language of Ireland’s first national primary- 
school system. Hedge-school teachers before the National Schools 
were introduced had used tally-sticks, the bata scoir which Irish- 
speaking children wore around their necks, as a crude disciplinary 
measure. National School teachers adopted the bata scoir to help 
them end the use of Irish: every time a child was heard speaking in 
Irish, a notch was cut in the stick; at the end of the day the notches 
were counted and the child punished for each offence. 

There is a depressing fatalism about the bata scoir, used by 
Irish people themselves and not forced upon them by any official 
edict. The great native Irish cultural force embodied in the lan- 
guage was consciously thrust aside by the very people whose na- 
tional identity and pride it had sustained for centuries. No doubt 
this was a symptom of their wretched, conquered state when they 
perceived survival as depending upon their ability to conform to 
the image of their conquerors and governors. It is when people 
lose confidence in themselves that extremism flourishes. In many 
ways, Patrick Pearse and his colleagues in 1916 represented the 
last generation which had a coherent sense of Irish language and 
culture. Even then, while admiring a legendary past and attempt- 
ing to emulate the legendary Gael, English was their language: 
their rebel proclamation of an Irish republic in 1916 was printed 
and published only in English; the orders they gave their Irish Re- 
publican Army were in English; the letters and poems they wrote 
just before their executions were in English. Despite their rejec- 
tion of the thought, their country had been Anglicized by a com- 
bination of education, social pressure and the famine. 

Irish emigrants carried one other significant effect of the famine 
abroad: their hatred of Britain. Britain was blamed for the famine, 
and was the target of all their resentment. Irish emigrants to the 
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United States came to form a body of political opinion consistently 
hostile to British interests. In both world wars, American isola- 
tionism was strongly supported by Irish-Americans. Substantial fi- 
nancial and propaganda support has come from America for every 
Irish national movement from the nineteenth-century Home Rule 
Party to the IRA today. American politicians and presidents have 
found it prudent, for domestic political reasons, to use their influ- 
ence on Britain in Irish interests. In 1919-20, Eamon de Valera, 
Ireland’s nationalist political leader at the time, considered himself 
better employed in America where he raised over five million dol- 
lars in less than two years and tried to influence the 1920 Ameri- 
can presidential election in the Irish interest. Presidents Woodrow 
Wilson and Warren G. Harding both exerted diplomatic pressure 
for an Irish settlement upon Lloyd George’s government. It was 
from America, too, that the Irish Republican Brotherhood, the most 
effective of all Ireland’s revolutionary national movements, was fi- 
nanced and sustained from the time of its foundation in 1858. 


Ether Is Demonstrated as a Surgical 
Anesthetic: October 16, 1846 
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Anesthesia 
Permanently 
Altered Surgical 
Practice 


by Martin S. Pernick 


The use of ether as a surgical anesthetic was successfully demon- 
strated in public for the first time on October 16, 1846, at Massa- 
chusetts General Hospital in Boston. Local dentist William Morton 
administered inhaled sulfuric ether to a patient who then underwent 
surgical excision of a facial tumor. The goal was achieved: The pa- 
tient felt no pain during the surgery. News of anesthesia’s success 
quickly spread in the United States and in Europe. 

Morton was not the first doctor to use ether successfully, but he 
was the first to conduct a public demonstration and his results were 
the first to be widely published. Only after Morton’s demonstration 
did ether inhalation become the standard means of rendering pa- 
tients insensitive to pain. Furthermore, the worldwide use of surgi- 
cal ether marks the most rapid adoption of a medical innovation in 
the mid-nineteenth century. As a result, Morton is given most of the 
credit for introducing anesthesia into surgical practice despite the 
contributions of others to the technique. 

In this article, Martin S. Pernick recounts Morton’s first surgical 
ether demonstration. He also describes the swiftness with which 
news of the successful experiment spread. Pernick addresses the 
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controversy surrounding the new practice; not all surgeons began 
using ether inhalation as an anesthetic, and its administration was 
inconsistent. Pernick cites cultural reasons behind some doctors’ 
choice not to engage in a medically accepted method of preventing 
pain. 

Martin S. Pernick is professor of history at the University of 
Michigan in Ann Arbor. He is the author of several books on the 
history of medicine in the United States. 


n October 16, 1846, a Boston dentist named William T.G. 

Morton first demonstrated that the vapor of sulphuric or 

diethyl ether could prevent the pain of surgery. In the 
steep-walled, bleacher-seated, domed amphitheater of the Mass- 
achusetts General Hospital, Morton administered his “Letheon 
Gas” to a young printer about to have a large tumor cut from his 
face. The operation, performed by Boston’s preeminent surgeon, 
John Collins Warren, failed to fully remove the massive growth, 
but the ether succeeded in rendering the patient largely insensible 
to pain. 


The Use of Anesthesia Spreads 


Use of the new discovery spread with unprecedented speed. 
Within three months of Morton’s demonstration, the leading hos- 
pitals of New York, London, and Paris began employing ether 
anesthesia. In Vienna, St. Petersburg, even far-off Canton, sur- 
geons rapidly adopted the new discovery. By 1848, nitrous oxide 
(laughing gas), chloroform, and other compounds had been added 
to the list of known anesthetics. The new painkillers found em- 
ployment in dentistry, obstetrics, and therapeutics, in addition to 
surgery. Some enthusiastic prophets predicted the imminent end 
of all human suffering. 

The use of anesthesia spread far more rapidly than had such ear- 
lier innovations as smallpox vaccination or would such later dis- 
coveries as antisepsis. Vaccination remained controversial for over 
a century after Jenner’s initial experiment [English physician Ed- 
ward Jenner was the first to use the vaccination method in 1796]: 
antisepsis aroused bitter opposition for more than three decades 
following Lister’s first demonstration [English surgeon Joseph 
Lister demonstrated the first use of antiseptics in surgery in 1865]. 
Anesthetics won acceptance at most major world medical institu- 
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tions within a few months of Morton’s exhibition. With the intro- 
duction of ether at the Pennsylvania Hospital in July 1853, the new 
discovery gained the approval of virtually the last of its oppo- 
nents—all within seven years. 

Yet the rapid diffusion of anesthetic use did not mean the end 
of painful surgery for all patients. There was, for example, a man 
named McGonigle, an immigrant Jaborer living in Philadelphia. 
On July 15, 1862, he fell while intoxicated, severely fracturing his 
ankle. He was rushed to the Pennsylvania Hospital, where his foot 
was immediately amputated. Although it was almost sixteen years 
after the discovery of anesthesia and nearly a decade after ether 
had been adopted at the Pennsylvania Hospital, McGonigle re- 
ceived no anesthetic at any time during the operation. Two days 
later, he died of shock. 

McGonigle’s case was not very unusual. Over the years 1853 
to 1862, about 32 percent of all major limb amputations for frac- 
tures at the Pennsylvania Hospital took place on conscious pa- 
tients. Even at the Massachusetts General Hospital, one of every 
three potentially painful operations in 1847 was performed with- 
out anesthesia. In the five years following their first use of ether, 
the surgeons of the New York Hospital may have done as many as 
one-third of their amputations on nonanesthetized people. 

Private surgery seemingly followed the same pattern, though 
the statistical evidence is more limited. Most operations in ante- 
bellum America took place, not in hospitals, but in individual 
homes or medical offices. Unfortunately, without the discipline of 
institutional regulations, surgeons rarely kept detailed records of 
their private practices. One exception was Dr. Frank Hamilton of 
New York, a pioneer in the use of medical statistics, who kept case 
records covering his thirty-five years of experience as America’s 
foremost expert on fractures. Hamilton first used ether in August 
1847 and had tried chloroform by July 1849. Yet, over the next 
quarter century, more than one-sixth of the nonmilitary amputa- 
tions he performed were done on conscious patients. In June 1873, 
for example, an anonymous twenty-three-year-old Irishman was 
run over by a railroad train in New York. Hamilton amputated the 
man’s leg, without administering any anesthetic. Despite his grue- 
some ordeal, the patient recovered. 

In addition to the available statistics, anecdotal accounts from 
a wide variety of sources confirm that instances of nonanesthetic 
surgery remained common occurrences long after most surgeons 


ETHER IS DEMONSTRATED AS A SURGICAL ANESTHETIC 49 


had adopted the use of anesthesia. Physicians and laypeople, east- 
erners and westerners, in tones ranging from acceptance to out- 
rage, recorded numerous cases of surgery without anesthesia per- 
formed in the 1850s and 1860s. As late as 1876, the respected 
Cincinnati Lancet published an article on “Alcohol as an Anaes- 
thetic.” The author advocated replacing chloroform with a stiff 
drink, in at least some cases of surgery, and reported three suc- 
cessful case histories. In short, many if not most mid-nineteenth- 
century practitioners who recorded their views or practices anes- 
thetized some of their patients and not others. The issue for them 
was not whether to use anesthetics but when and on whom... . 


Anesthesia as a Mixed Blessing 


Even its most ardent advocates agreed anesthesia had drawbacks. 
Such criticisms derived from rationa! and humane concerns, in- 
cluding the belief that anesthesia could be dangerous, that pain 
could be valuabie, that the power over others conferred by anes- 
thesia could be abused, and that its use violated professional 
norms. And the alleged advantages were as varied as the draw- 
backs; they too included issues of power and status in addition to 
benevolence. The introduction of anesthesia was not a simple tri- 
umph of progress over reaction, humanitarianism over sadism. 
Most practitioners saw anesthesia as neither all good nor all bad 
but as a mixed blessing to be used selectively. 

This discretionary nineteenth-century use of anesthesia drew 
upon a new utilitarian approach to professional decisionmaking, 
dubbed by its proponents “conservative medicine.” ““Conserva- 
tive” doctrine cautioned that every drug had both good and bad ef- 
fects; that the damage done by drugs and the damage done by dis- 
ease were equally undesirable; and that professional duty required 
measuring the benefit-harm balance before employing any ther- 
apy. Conservative professionalism constituted a dramatic new de- 
parture in medical ethics, in its use of a utilitarian calculus to cir- 
cumvent the ancient distinctions between acts of omission and of 
commission; between the effects of “Nature” and the results of 
human “Art.” Medical conservatives adopted this approach in the 
hope it would provide a moderate synthesis. capable of reuniting 
a profession torn by scientific and ideological civil war. 

Furthermore, conservative physicians held that their calculus of 
risks and benefits would vary widely from patient to patient. Thus 
nineteenth-century medical literature urged doctors to consider a 
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patient’s sex, race, age, ethnicity, economic class, personal habits, 
and temperament, as well as a wide range of technical factors, be- 
fore using anesthetics. Women and children supposedly required 
painkillers more often than did men; the rich and educated more 
often than the poor and ignorant; etc. The operations considered 
too “minor” for anesthesia included many procedures that today 
are considered quite painful. And case statistics show that sur- 
geons who kept records seemingly did follow the advice of this 
professional literature when actually prescribing anesthetics. 


Anesthesia Changed Surgical Practice 


Selective anesthetization often derived from the widely shared be- 
lief that different types of people differed in their sensitivity to 
pain, a doctrine whose implications reached far beyond anesthe- 
sia. The notion that women, children, whites, the rich, and the ed- 
ucated were more sensitive than were their social opposites played 
an important, previously unrecognized role in such diverse areas 
as feminism, imperialism, abolition, penology, pedagogy, and po- 
etry. This tailoring of prescriptions to fit the patient, as well as the 
disease, provoked explicitly political controversy, because it re- 
quired confronting the conflicting demands of individuality and 
equality. 

Anesthetic usage spread more rapidly than any other medical 
innovation before the twentieth century. But whereas most physi- 
cians almost immediately adopted some uses of anesthesia, the 
frequency with which any given practitioner employed the new 
painkillers increased only gradually between 1846 and the 1870s. 
A doctor's age, sex, location, professional network, and thera- 
peutic sect all influenced how often that physician prescribed 
anesthetics at any point in time; and the relationships sometimes 
proved surprising. Thus homeopaths and hydropaths, alternative 
healers who generally prided themselves on their mild, painless 
therapies, tended to employ anesthetics less frequently than did 
other, more orthodox practitioners. 

By the 1880s a profusion of new anesthetic techniques, and a 
bacteriologically inspired revival of medical interventionism, 
marked the end of the era of selective anesthetization. Instead of 
choosing which patients were suitable for anesthesia, physicians 
could now select which anesthetic was best adapted to each oper- 
ation. At the same time, new concepts of disease causality revo- 
lutionized both the technical and the ethical standards of surgical 
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professionalism. But by then, anesthesia had already permanently 
changed both medicine and society. 

Anesthesia deeply altered the practice of surgery. Case records 
indicate that, where anesthesia was introduced rapidly. it led to a 
dramatic increase in surgery; that these new operations were 
mostly necessary, not experimental; that the death rate following 
anesthetic surgery actually was much lower than most nineteenth- 
century physicians thought; and that industrialization, not anes- 
thesia, caused the shocking midcentury increase in postoperative 
mortality. Anesthesia increased the power of surgeons over their 
patients; promoted the entry of women into surgery: fostered the 
bureaucratization of military and urban hospitals; and contributed 
to the “medicalization” of human suffering. 


The Communist Manifesto is Published: 
January 1848 
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The Manifesto's 
History Reflects 
the Working-Class 
Movement 


by Friedrich Engels 


By the mid-nineteenth century, most of Europe had undergone the 
transition from an agricultural to an industrialized society. Agrarian 
and artisanal life waned as many people moved to cities to work in 
factories. This fundamental social shift was accompanied by the rise 
of the intellectual creeds known as socialism. Socialist thinkers and 
activists believed capitalism encouraged a powerful few to make 
more money at the expense of the working class and called for so- 
cial equality to be achieved by transferring ownership of property 
and production to the government or the people collectively. 

Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels were contributors to socialist 
philosophy. Their ideas differed from those of other thinkers in that 
they presented their claims as scientifically verifiable. They also re- 
jected reform and instead called for revolution. Marx and Engels 
believed that history was determined by economics and class con- 
flict. The social structure of capitalist society, they maintained, ne- 
cessitated a radical transformation. The inevitable revolution would 
occur when the capitalist bourgeoisie (middle class) was over- 
thrown by the industrial proletariat (working class). In this new 
Communist society, private property would be abolished. No group 
would oppress another group. 


Friedrich Engels, “Preface.” Manifesto of the Communist Party, by Karl Marx and Friedrich 
Engels, edited by Friedrich Engels. New York: International Publishers. 1996. Copyright 
© 1996 by International Publishers. Reproduced by permission. 
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At the request of German Communist League members working 
in London, Marx and Engels drafted a political program. The result- 
ing pamphlet, the Communist Manifesto, appeared in January 1848. 
In time it became one of modern Europe’s most influential political 
documents because of its importance in key movements such as the 
establishment of the Soviet Union in the early twentieth century. 

Marx and Engels were well equipped to write the document; both 
were political writers by training and experience. In the years before 
1848, Marx’s pieces as a journalist and eventually as an editor pro- 
moted the abolition of private property and an insurrection of the 
working class. Engels was a contributor to a journal Marx coedited; 
the two became collaborators and wrote several works before pub- 
lishing the Communist Manifesto. 

In this selection, a preface written forty years after the Commu- 
nist Manifesto’s original publication, Engels traces the history of the 
working-class movement since 1848. Developments across Europe 
in socialist thought and activism mirror the history of the Manifesto 
itself. That is, just as the Marx and Engels document has been pub- 
lished in many languages and cited as an influence on other 
thinkers, so, too, has the working-class movement spread to other 
nations and spawned movements in those countries. 


nist League, a workingmen’s association, first exclusively 
German, later on international, and, under the political con- 
ditions of the [European] Continent before 1848, unavoidably a 
secret society. At a Congress of the League, held in London in No- 
vember 1847, Marx and Engels were commissioned to prepare for 
publication a complete theoretical and practical party program. 
Drawn up in German, in January 1848, the manuscript was sent 
to the printer in London a few weeks before the French revolution 
of February 24th. A French translation was brought out in Paris. 
shortly before the insurrection of June 1848. The first English 
translation, by Miss Helen Macfarlane, appeared in George Julian 
Harney’s Red Republican, London, 1850. A Danish and a Polish 
edition had also been published. 
The defeat of the Parisian insurrection of June 1848—the first 
great battle between proletariat and bourgeoisie—drove again into 
the background, for a time, the social and political aspirations of 
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the European working class. Thenceforth, the struggle for su- 
premacy was again, as it had been before the revolution of Febru- 
ary, solely between different sections of the propertied class; the 
working class was reduced to a fight for political elbow-room, and 
to the position of extreme wing of the middle-class Radicals. 
Wherever independent proletarian movements continued to show 
signs of life, they were ruthlessly hunted down. Thus the Prussian 
police hunted out the Central Board of the Communist League, 
then located in Cologne [in Germany.] The members were ar- 
rested, and, after eighteen months’ imprisonment, they were tried 
in October 1852. This celebrated “Cologne Communist Trial” 
lasted from October 4th till November | 2th; seven of the prison- 
ers were sentenced to terms of imprisonment in a fortress, vary- 
ing from three to six years. Immediately after the sentence, the 
League was formally dissolved by the remaining members. As to 
the Manifesto, it seemed thenceforth to be doomed to oblivion. 
When the European working class had recovered sufficient 
strength for another attack on the ruling classes, the International 
Working-men’s Association sprang up. But this association, formed 
with the express aim of welding into one body the whole militant 
proletariat of Europe and America, could not at once proclaim the 
principles laid down in the Manifesto. The International was bound 
to have a program broad enough to be acceptable to the English 
trade unions, to the followers of Proudhon [Pierre Joseph Proud- 
hon (1809-1865), an anarchist, wrote works denouncing both in- 
dustry and the dominance of government] in France, Belgium, 
Italy, and Spain, and to the Lassalleans {Ferdinand Lasalle 
(1825-1864) was a labor agitator who urged worker participation 
in German politics] in Germany. Marx, who drew up this program 
to the satisfaction of all parties, entirely trusted to the intellectual 
development of the working class, which was sure to result from 
combined action and mutual discussion. The very events and vi- 
cissitudes of the struggle against capital, the defeats even more than 
the victories, could not help bringing home to men’s minds the in- 
sufficiency of their various favorite nostrums, and preparing the 
way for a more complete insight into the true conditions of 
working-class emancipation. And Marx was right. The Interna- 
tional, on its breaking up in 1874, left the workers quite different 
men from what it had found them in 1864. Proudhonism in France, 
Lassalleanism in Germany were dying out, and even the conser- 
vative English trade unions, though most of them had long since 
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severed their connection with the International, were gradually ad- 
vancing towards that point at which, last year at Swansea, their 
president could say in their name “continental Socialism has lost 
its terrors for us.” In fact, the principles of the Manifesto had made 
considerable headway among the workingmen of all countries. 

The Manifesto itself thus came to the front again. Since 1850 
the German text had been reprinted several times in Switzerland, 
England, and America. In 1872, it was translated into English in 
New York, where the translation was published in Woodhull and 
Claflin’s Weekly. From this English version, a French one was 
made in Le Socialiste of New York. Since then at least two more 
English translations, more or less mutilated, have been brought 
out in America, and one of them has been reprinted in England. 
The first Russian translation, made by Bakunin [Mikhail Bakunin 
of Russia (1814—1876) was a radical anarchist who envisioned an 
international federation of autonomous communities], was pub- 
lished at Herzen’s [Aleksander Herzen (1812—1870) was an in- 
fluential radical philosopher and critic of Russian czarism] 
Kolokol office in Geneva, about 1863; a second one, by the heroic 
Vera Zasulich [Vera Zasulich (1849-1919) attempted to assassi- 
nate the military governor of St. Petersburg, Russia, in 1878], also 
in Geneva, in 1882. A new Danish edition is to be found in So- 
cialdemokratisk Bibliothek, Copenhagen, 1885; a fresh French 
translation in Le Socialiste, Paris, 1886. From this latter, a Span- 
ish version was prepared and published in Madrid, in 1886. Not 
counting the German reprints there had been at least twelve edi- 
tions. An Armenian translation, which was to be published in Con- 
stantinople some months ago, did not see the light, I am told, be- 
cause the publisher was afraid of bringing out a book with the 
name of Marx on it, while the translator declined to call it his own 
production. Of further translations into other languages I have 
heard, but have not seen. Thus the history of the Manifesto re- 
flects, to a great extent, the history of the modern working-class 
movement; at present it is undoubtedly the most widespread, the 
most international production of all Socialist literature, the com- 
mon platform acknowledged by millions of workingmen from 
Siberia to California. 


Communist, Not Socialist 
Yet, when it was written, we could not have called it a Socialist 
manifesto. By Socialists, in 1847, were understood, on the one 
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hand, the adherents of the various Utopian systems: Owenites 
[Robert Owen (1771-1858) was a British Socialist who advocated 
“enlightened management” —the creation of a humane yet prof- 
itable industrial environment] in England, Fourierists [Charles 
Fourier (1772-1837) of France believed in agrarian socialism and 
community living constructed so as to avoid the boredom of in- 
dustrial life] in France, both of them already reduced to the posi- 
tion of mere sects, and gradually dying out; on the other hand, the 
most multifarious social quacks, who, by all manners of tinkering, 
professed to redress, without any danger to capital and profit, all 
sorts of social grievances, in both cases men outside the working 
class movement, and looking rather to the “educated” classes for 
support. Whatever portion of the working class had become con- 
vinced of the insufficiency of mere political revolutions, and had 
proclaimed the necessity of a total social change, called itself 
Communist. It was a crude, rough-hewn, purely instinctive sort of 
Communism; still, it touched the cardinal point and was powerful 
enough amongst the working class to produce the Utopian Com- 
munism of Cabet in France, and of Weitling in Germany. Thus, in 
1847, Socialism was a middle-class movement, Communism a 
working-class movement. Socialism was, on the continent at least, 
“respectable”; Communism was the very opposite. And as our no- 
tion, from the very beginning, was that “the emancipation of the 
working class must be the act of the working class itself,” there 
could be no doubt as to which of the two names we must take. 
Moreover, we have, ever since, been far from repudiating it. 

The Manifesto being our joint production, I consider myself 
bound to state that the fundamental proposition which forms its 
nucleus, belongs to Marx. That proposition is: That in every his- 
torical epoch, the prevailing mode of economic production and 
exchange, and the social organization necessarily following from 
it, form the basis upon which is built up, and from which alone 
can be explained, the political and intellectual history of that 
epoch; that consequently the whole history of mankind (since the 
dissolution of primitive tribal society, holding land in common 
ownership) has been a history of class struggles, contests between 
exploiting and exploited, ruling and oppressed classes; that the 
history of these class struggles form a series of evolutions in 
which, nowadays, a stage has been reached where the exploited 
and oppressed class—the proletariat—cannot attain its emanci- 
pation from the sway of the exploiting and ruling class—the bour- 
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geoisie—without at the same time, and once and for all, emanci- 
pating society at large from all exploitation, oppression, class dis- 
tinctions, and class struggles. 


The Marxist Principle in History 
This proposition, which, in my opinion, is destined to do for his- 
tory what Darwin’s theory has done for biology, we, both of us. 
had been gradually approaching for some years before 1845. How 
far I had independently progressed towards it, is best shown by 
my Condition of the Working Class in England. But when | again 
met Marx at Brussels, in spring 1845, he had it already worked 
out, and put it before me, in terms almost as clear as those in 
which I have stated it here. 

From our joint preface to the German edition of 1872, I quote: 

“However much the state of things may have altered during the 
last 25 years, the general principles laid down in this Manifesto 
are, on the whole, as correct today as ever. Here and there some 
detail might be improved. The practical application of the princi- 
ples will depend, as the Manifesto itself states, everywhere and at 
all times, on the historical conditions for the time being existing, 
and, for that reason, no special stress is laid on the revolutionary 
measures proposed. . . . That passage would, in many respects. be 
very differently worded today. In view of the gigantic strides of 
modern industry since 1848, and of the accompanying improved 
and extended organization of the working class, in view of the 
practical experience gained, first in the February revolution, and 
then, still more, in the Paris Commune, where the proletariat for 
the first time held political power for two whole months, this pro- 
gram has in some details become antiquated. One thing especially 
was proved by the Commune, viz., that ‘the working class cannot 
simply lay hold of the ready-made state machinery, and wield it 
for its own purposes.. . . Further, it is self-evident, that the criti- 
cism of Socialist literature is deficient in relation to the present 
time, because it comes down only to 1847: also, that the remarks 
on the relation of the Communists to the various opposition par- 
ties . . . although in principle still correct, yet in practice are anti- 
quated, because the political situation has been entirely changed. 
and the progress of history has swept from off the earth the greater 
portion of the political parties there enumerated. 

“But then, the Manifesto has become a historical document 
which we have no longer any right to alter.” 


The Communist Manifesto Is Published: 
5 January 1848 
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Communists 
Support the 
Abolition of 
Private Property 


by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels 


The Communist Manifesto of Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, pub- 
lished as a pamphlet in January 1848, was a political plan of action. 
It was designed to address the problems of class conflict, perceived 
by the authors as an unwelcome by-product of industrialization. 
Marx and Engels explained history from an economic perspective: 
The capitalist bourgeoisie (wealthy middle class) and the proletariat 
(the working class) inevitably will clash, culminating in a new soci- 
ety in which class conflict will end. The authors claimed that these 
economic “laws” both had a scientific basis and determined the 
course of history. 

Marx and Engels outlined a number of features of their Commu- 
nist society. These included the abolition of private property and 
rights of inheritance as well as the nationalization of banks, facto- 
ries, transportation, communication, and land. The Manifesto also 
advocated a graduated income tax, laws requiring all to work 
(though abolishing child labor), and free public schools. They be- 
lieved that achieving this change required not simply reform, but 
revolution. Only when the working class rises up to overthrow the 
bourgeoisie, they argue, will the new, classless society be born. 


Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, Manifesto of the Communist Party, edited by Friedrich En- 
gels. New York: International Publishers, 1996. Copyright © 1996 by International Publishers. 
Reproduced by permission. 
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In the following excerpt, the authors compare the Communists 
with other working-class parties. Marx and Engels explain Commu- 
nist theory and the reasons why abolition of private property is cen- 
tral to their program. 


a whole? 
The Communists do not form a separate party opposed to 
other working-class parties. 
They have no interests separate and apart from those of the pro- 
letariat as a whole. 
They do not set up any sectarian principles of their own, by 
which to shape and mould the proletarian movement. 


The Communists and Other Working-Class 
Parties 


The Communists are distinguished from the other working-class 
parties by this only: 1. In the national struggles of the proletarians 
of the different countries, they point out and bring to the front the 
common interests of the entire proletariat, independently of all na- 
tionality. 2. In the various stages of development which the strug- 
gle of the working class against the bourgeoisie has to pass 
through, they always and everywhere represent the interests of the 
movement as a whole. 

The Communists, therefore, are on the one hand, practically, 
the most advanced and resolute section of the working-class par- 
ties of every country, that section which pushes forward all oth- 
ers; on the other hand, theoretically, they have over the great mass 
of the proletariat the advantage of clearly understanding the line 
of march, the conditions, and the ultimate general results of the 
proletarian movement. 

The immediate aim of the Communists is the same as that of all 
the other proletarian parties: Formation of the proletariat into a 
class, overthrow of bourgeois supremacy. conquest of political 
power by the proletariat. 

The theoretical conclusions of the Communists are in no way 
based on ideas or principles that have been invented, or discov- 
ered, by this or that would-be universal reformer. 

They merely express, in general terms, actual relations spring- 
ing from an existing class struggle, from a historical movement 


n what relation do the Communists stand to the proletarians as 
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going on under our very eyes. The abolition of existing property 
relations is not at all a distinctive feature of Communism. 

All property relations in the past have continually been subject 
to historical change consequent upon the change in historical con- 
ditions. 

The French Revolution, for example, abolished feudal property 
in favor of bourgeois property. 

The distinguishing feature of Communism is not the abolition 
of property generally, but the abolition of bourgeois property. But 
modern bourgeois private property is the final and most complete 
expression of the system of producing and appropriating products 
that is based on class antagonisms, on the exploitation of the many 
by the few. 

In this sense, the theory of the Communists may be summed up 
in the single sentence: Abolition of private property. 


Abolishing Private Property 

We Communists have been reproached with the desire of abol- 
ishing the right of personally acquiring property as the fruit of a 
man’s own labor, which property is alleged to be the groundwork 
of all personal freedom, activity, and independence. 

Hard-won, self-acquired, self-earned property! Do you mean 
the property of the petty artisan and of the small peasant, a form 
of property that preceded the bourgeois form? There is no need to 
abolish that; the development of industry has to a great extent al- 
ready destroyed it, and is still destroying it daily. 

Or do you mean modern bourgeois private property? 

But does wage-labor create any property for the laborer? Not a 
bit. It creates capital, i.e., that kind of property which exploits 
wage-labor, and which cannot increase except upon condition of 
begetting a new supply of wage-labor for fresh exploitation. Prop- 
erty, in its present form, is based on the antagonism of capital and 
wage-labor. Let us examine both sides of this antagonism. 

To be a capitalist, is to have not only a purely personal, but a 
social status in production. Capital is a collective product, and 
only by the united action of many members, nay, in the last resort, 
only by the united action of all members of society, can it be set 
in motion. 

Capital is therefore not a personal, it is a social, power. 

When, therefore, capital is converted into common property, into 
the property of all members of society, personal property is not 
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thereby transformed into social property. It is only the social char- 
acter of the property that is changed. It loses its class character. 

Let us now take wage-labor. 

The average price of wage-labor, is the minimum wage, i.e., 
that quantum of the means of subsistence which is absolutely req- 
uisite to keep the laborer in bare existence as a laborer. What, 
therefore, the wage-laborer appropriates by means of his labor, 
merely suffices to prolong and reproduce a bare existence. We by 
no means intend to abolish this personal appropriation of the prod- 
ucts of labor, an appropriation that is made for the maintenance 
and reproduction of human life, and that leaves no surplus where- 
with to command the labor of others. All that we want to do away 
with is the miserable character of this appropriation, under which 
the laborer lives merely to increase capital, and is allowed to live 
only insofar as the interest of the ruling class requires it. 

In bourgeois society, living labor is but a means to increase ac- 
cumulated labor. In Communist society, accumulated labor is but 
a means to widen, to enrich, to promote the existence of the laborer. 


The Present Dominates the Past 


In bourgeois society, therefore, the past dominates the present; in 
Communist society, the present dominates the past. In bourgeois 
society capital is independent and has individuality, while the liv- 
ing person is dependent and has no individuality. 

And the abolition of this state of things is called by the bour- 
geois, abolition of individuality and freedom! And rightly so. The 
abolition of bourgeois individuality, bourgeois independence, and 
bourgeois freedom is undoubtedly aimed at. 

By freedom is meant, under the present bourgeois conditions 
of production, free trade, free selling and buying. 

But if selling and buying disappears, free selling and buying 
disappears also. This talk about free selling and buying, and all 
the other “brave words” of our bourgeoisie about freedom in gen- 
eral, have a meaning, if any, only in contrast with restricted sell- 
ing and buying, with the fettered traders of the Middle Ages, but 
have no meaning when opposed to the Communist abolition of 
buying and selling, of the bourgeois conditions of production, and 
of the bourgeoisie itself. 

You are horrified at our intending to do away with private prop- 
erty. But in your existing society, private property ts already done 
away with for nine-tenths of the population: its existence for the few 
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is solely due to its non-existence in the hands of those nine-tenths. 
You reproach us, therefore, with intending to do away with a form 
of property, the necessary condition for whose existence is the 
nonexistence of any property for the immense majority of society. 

In a word, you reproach us with intending to do away with your 
property. Precisely so; that is just what we intend. 

From the moment when labor can no longer be converted into 
capital, money, or rent, into a social power capable of being mo- 
nopolized, i.e., from the moment when individual property can no 
longer be transformed into bourgeois property, into capital, from 
that moment, you say, individuality vanishes. 

You must, therefore, confess that by “individual” you mean no 
other person than the bourgeois, than the middle-class owner of 
property. This person must, indeed, be swept out of the way, and 
made impossible. 

Communism deprives no man of the power to appropriate the 
products of society; all that it does is to deprive him of the power 
to subjugate the labor of others by means of such appropriation. 

It has been objected, that upon the abolition of private property 
all work will cease, and universal laziness will overtake us. 

According to this, bourgeois society ought long ago to have 
gone to the dogs through sheer idleness; for those of its members 
who work, acquire nothing, and those who acquire anything, do 
not work. The whole of this objection is but another expression of 
the tautology: There can no longer be any wage-labor when there 
is no longer any capital. 

All objections urged against the Communist mode of produc- 
ing and appropriating material products, have, in the same way, 
been urged against the Communist modes of producing and ap- 
propriating intellectual products. Just as, to the bourgeois, the dis- 
appearance of class property is the disappearance of production 
itself, so the disappearance of class culture is to him identical with 
the disappearance of all culture. 

That culture, the loss of which he laments, is, for the enormous 
majority, a mere training to act as a machine. 

But don’t wrangle with us so long as you apply, to our intended 
abolition of bourgeois property, the standard of your bourgeois no- 
tions of freedom, culture, law, etc. Your very ideas are but the out- 
growth of the conditions of your bourgeois production and bour- 
geois property, just as your jurisprudence is but the will of your 
class made into a law for all, a will whose essential character and 
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direction are determined by the economic conditions of existence 
of your class. 

The selfish misconception that induces you to transform into 
eternal laws of nature and of reason, the social forms springing 
from your present mode of production and form of property—his- 
torical relations that rise and disappear in the progress of produc- 
tion—this misconception you share with every ruling class that 
has preceded you. What you see clearly in the case of ancient 
property, what you admit in the case of feudal property, you are 
of course forbidden to admit in the case of your own bourgeois 
form of property. 


Revolution Sweeps Europe: February 22, 1848 
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The Revolutions 
of 1848 Changed 
European Politics 


by Peter N. Stearns 


The revolutions that swept Europe in 1848 are a political hallmark 
of the nineteenth century. The first revolt broke out in France. On 
February 22, 1848, the French government banned a demonstration 
in favor of electoral reform. Popular protest erupted immediately, 
culminating in King Louis-Philippe’s abdication two days later. The 
revolutionary spirit in France set off a chain reaction; throughout 
the course of 1848, nearly every European country and empire ex- 
cept for Spain and Russia was touched by rebellion. 

Three factors contributed to the revolutionary climate in 1848. 
The first was a two-year economic crisis that caused unemployment 
and high prices throughout Europe. The second was the transition to 
an industrial society that alienated some segments of the workforce 
and led to discontent. Third was residual unrest from unsuccessful 
previous uprisings. 

In the following selection, Peter N. Stearns explains the impor- 
tance of the 1848 revolutions in nineteenth-century European his- 
tory. Though the phenomenon affected the whole continent, Stearns 
points out that events and outcomes differed in each nation. France, 
for example, was a developed country that had withstood several 
revolutions. Hungary, by contrast, was new both to the revolution- 
ary experience and to that of national development. Thus context 
and causes varied widely. Sterns does point to a significant common 
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outcome, however: None of the countries that underwent revolution 
in 1848 has since experienced another revolution except in the after- 
math of war. 

Historian Peter N. Stearns is a prolific author specializing in 
American and European social and cultural history. He is presently 
the provost of George Mason University in Fairfax, Virginia. 


rope. Two centuries before to the very year, revolts had de- 

veloped in southern Italy, Spain, and Muscovy, while Leveller 
agitation crested in Britain and the Fronde rebellion shook France. 
These revolts had some common features with those of 1848, in- 
cluding a severe famine in the two preceding years, but they were 
not the result of direct revolutionary contagion and for the most 
part their impact was muted. Revolutionary change had spread 
widely in Western and Central Europe after the French Revolution 
of 1789, but, except in France, this was due mainly to the con- 
quests of French armies, not to a series of rebellions. More re- 
cently still, 1830 had proved a foretaste of the revolutionary cur- 
rent. Revolt in France was followed by outbreaks in Belgium, 
Poland, and central Italy, while agitation mounted in Germany and 
Britain. But only in 1848 did revolution assume virtually conti- 
nental proportions. Russia and Spain were exempt, of the larger 
countries. Serious revolutions broke out in France, Italy, German, 
Austria, Bohemia, and Hungary, while there were stirrings of 
some significance in Switzerland, Denmark, Rumania, Poland, 
and Ireland. Britain, although apparently immune to formal revo- 
lution, saw the last wave of Chartist agitation, And for the most 
part these various risings were interconnected, linked by economic 
causation, ideology, and by the fascination of revolution itself. 
Knowledge that a regime elsewhere had been shaken seemed a 
valid reason to try the same thing in one’s own backyard. 


T he Revolutionary Outburst of 1848 was unprecedented in Eu- 


An Event with Few Parallels 


This was a special moment, for the revolutionary current has never 
been so strong in Europe since that time. Indeed this kind of con- 
tagion has few parallels anywhere in world history. There have 
been some peak revolutionary years since World War I in the de- 
veloping nations— 1958 in parts of the Near East and Asia, for ex- 
ample. These offer some interesting analogies with 1848 in Eu- 
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rope, where most of the countries involved in revolution were un- 
dergoing the stress of mounting industrialization and commer- 
cialization and where nationalism was spreading to many new ar- 
eas. Clearly, a special combination of factors is required for 
revolution to flow so easily across state boundaries, without be- 
ing imported by force of arms. 

Of course each separate revolution in 1848 had its own charac- 
ter. The “stirrings” must be distinguished from the real revolts. Na- 
tionalist intellectuals and professional people had a week of agi- 
tation in Ireland, but they could not rouse the masses and could 
not contend with clever British repression. The effort does not 
loom large in the history of Irish protest. The Rumanian revolt also 
failed to catch fire, for here the masses were not roused by na- 
tionalism and found no other issues. But the attempt by agitators 
drawn from the small middle class and elements of the aristocracy 
fed further discontent and helped prepare the formation of the Ru- 
manian nation a decade later. Chartist protest in Britain completely 
failed to make a revolution. In this case large segments of the 
lower classes did stir, but they lacked any cooperation from above; 
and they were divided among themselves and few of them were 
consciously revolutionary. 


Different Countries, Different Revolution 


In France the revolution was above all an effort to complete the 
work of the radical phase of the great French Revolution to create 
a new, more open political regime. The most articulate revolution- 
ary leaders sought a democratic republic that would guarantee key 
liberties to all citizens and that would enact some humanitarian re- 
forms without destroying the social order. In this sense the revo- 
lution was far less fundamental than its predecessor, which had to 
overturn an older social structure in addition to battling for politi- 
cal change. The legal basis of the old regime was already gone, 
with the establishment of substantial equality under the laws and 
the abolition of the legal privileges of church and aristocracy. The 
revolution of 1830 still had anti-aristocratic overtones, and despite 
its mildness did succeed in chasing the more obdurate aristocrats 
and churchmen from power. 1848 had no such obvious targets. It 
sought to juggle the holders of power, not to overturn the basic 
structure. It is therefore much less important in French history than 
the revolution of 1789, much less important in European history 
than many of the risings it induced elsewhere in 1848-1849. 
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Yet France was the most advanced country in which revolution 
did occur in those years, not only politically but also economically 
and socially. Industrialization was more extensive than in Central 
Europe. The major social classes were better defined and were in- 
volved, willy-nilly, in more new ways of doing things. It is not sur- 
prising, then, that beneath the surface of the revolution an array of 
movements and ideas took shape that had quite a modern ring. 
Some of these came to the fore during the revolution itself. The 
June Days of 1848, which so cruelly ended the political thrust of 
the revolution, were in part the repetition of traditional battles be- 
tween the urban poor and the established order, but they had ele- 
ments of more modern class warfare as well. Other protest cur- 
rents, such as feminism, did not play a major role in the revolution 
itself, but were given a significant boost. In France more than else- 
where, we might say that the revolution of 1848 put items on the 
agenda for the next great surge of protest, in which we are to a 
great extent still engaged. 

At the other extreme was Hungary, where the revolution was 
really a new round of conflict between the local aristocracy and 
the Habsburg government. The Magyar aristocracy was unusually 
large and included many people who were quite poor; it harbored 
some social tensions that set class against class in other countries. 
But at least locally it was a ruling class, fighting to retain or revive 
its privileges. It used a rhetoric that resembled that of revolutions 
elsewhere. Liberalism and nationalism, sincerely advocated by 
leaders such as Lajos Kossuth, were useful additions to the arse- 
nal of the aristocrats. The revolution itself proved how they could 
be disfigured in the interests of an older order. The revolution was 
profoundly important in Hungarian history. It set the tone for fur- 
ther strivings for a Hungarian state and for bitter ethnic and class 
tensions within that state, once achieved. But it differed most from 
the risings that developed elsewhere in the same years. This was 
an area barely touched by new social and economic currents, an 
agrarian country in which new ideas inevitably found a distinc- 
tive, and often limited, reception. 


Important Revolutions in Central Europe 

The revolutions in Central Europe proper, in Austria and particu- 
larly in the German states, were the most important of the lot. 
They challenged the existing diplomatic structure, in the name of 
nationalism. They sought a new political structure as well, and 
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along with this, at least implicitly, a new social order. For these ar- 
eas had had no great revolution like the French. The old regime 
still predominated. It had introduced some reforms, at least in the 
German states, which is one reason the revolutionaries lacked the 
zeal of their French counterparts a half century before. But this 
was the Germans’ chance to make a new society, and they failed. 
They caused important changes, directly or indirectly. For some 
key groups, such as the peasants in many areas, a real revolution 
did occur at least in law. But the revolutions left enough of the old 
order intact to insure that only further revolution could create a 
liberal society. Yet they so disillusioned most revolutionaries that 
they made renewed revolt most improbable. Some historians have 
traced the whole of German history, through Hitler at least, to the 
failures of 1848. Others have found these failures themselves in- 
evitable, because of fatal flaws in the German political character. 
Even for those who take a less deterministic view, it is clear that 
analysis of the causes and results of the German and Austrian rev- 
olutions is fundamental to an understanding of the modern history 
of Central Europe. 

The Italian revolution, though similar to the German in many 
ways, has something of its own style. Part of the difference is sub- 
jective, because of the later histories of the two countries. The rev- 
olution was profoundly important in Italian history. Even more 
than in Germany it encouraged forces of nationalism that would 
triumph within a generation. As in Germany, liberalism failed in 
the revolutions; when it revived it was tar more circumspect, even 
corruptible, than before. But none of this seems to matter as much 
in Italy, because Italy played a less villainous or at least less im- 
portantly villainous a role in European history thereafter. Hence 
historians have bemoaned the fate of the Italian revolutions less 
loudly, and outside of Italy they have analyzed it less extensively. 
Yet it is also true that while liberals were actively engaged in the 
Italian revolution, liberalism was less prominent than in Germany 
and Austria. Local risings, in Rome and in Venice, attacked the old 
regime directly. Indeed the Roman revolutionaries sought to go 
farther than any revolutionary regime of the period, seeking social 
as well as political change: but except in Rome and briefly in 
Sicily, the Italian revolutions did not take place in the most back- 
ward areas of Italy, where the regimes surpassed that of the Hab- 
sburg empire in their devotion to an unenlightened traditionalism 
leavened by police repression. And most of the revolutionaries did 
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not focus on internal political change. They wanted it and they as- 
sumed it would come, but there was a more obvious enemy in the 
foreign—Austrian—domination that blanketed most of northern 
Italy. Much of the Italian revolution was thus a war of liberation. 
not a revolution at all. Though no less significant to subsequent 
national history, it was less complex than the German risings and 
it left the country’s political future more open-ended. Italian lib- 
eralism undeniably changed as a result of the revolution, but it still 
seemed the wave of the future. Hence Piedmont, the ultimate 
leader of unification, began to assume a more liberal guise in the 
1850s, while Prussia was on the whole confirmed in its conser- 
vatism even as it created a new Germany. 


Generalizations Do Not Apply 

So much for the national nutshells. It is obvious that any general- 
ization about the revolutions of 1848 must be seriously qualified for 
each key area. Each revolution must be assessed in its own context, 
each had a distinctive impact. The revolutions spread from one point 
to another. They interacted to a limited extent. Even within the Hab- 
sburg empire where they theoretically faced a common foe in the 
existing regime, the major centers of revolution had little to do with 
each other. The drama of each revolution unfolded separately. Each 
had its own heroes, its own crises. Each therefore demands its own 
narrative. Almost all the existing histories of the revolution, and 
there are a number of good ones, understandably proceed on a case- 
by-case basis, with at most a few general remarks. 

Yet the revolutions had more in common than their date. If no 
generalization covers the whole situation, there is significance to 
“the revolutions” that transcends each particular situation. Else 
why write a history of the revolutions, instead of a single one that 
strikes the fancy, much less read one? 

The collective impact of the revolutions shattered the diplomatic 
framework of Europe that had been created by the Congress of Vi- 
enna. The results were delayed, to be sure, surfacing clearly only 
after 1856 with the Crimean War settlement and the split among 
the conservative powers. But even before that it was obvious the 
revolution had opened new horizons to existing states. The King 
of Prussia began to think about a federated Germany with himself 
at its head. Piedmont began to prepare for aggrandizement, though 
defeated during the revolution itself. France elected a president 
vowed to remake the European map. This was not the main rea- 
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son for his election, but there was little question that the revolu- 
tionary forces in France were tired of the nation’s passive attitude 
and eager for a policy that would at once liberate other areas from 
conservative regimes and add to France’s glory—the classic for- 
mula of revolutionary French nationalism. Nationalists elsewhere, 
seeking to create new states, failed in their immediate efforts but 
learned from their failure. Even as they worked for their own na- 
tion alone, they contributed to a general and fundamental re- 
ordering of European diplomacy. 


Successes and Problems of the 
Revolutions 

Yet, if this is the most obvious common element of the revolu- 
tions, it is not the most important one. Almost everywhere the rev- 
olutions flowed from similar forces, both social and ideological. 
Almost everywhere they foundered on common problems, in- 
cluding severe tensions among the social groups that made them 
and important contradictions within their ideological base. 

The failure of the revolutions must be assessed with care. None 
failed completely. All unleashed or encouraged forces that would 
win still greater victories, though without revolution and with im- 
portant limitations, within a generation. Yet nowhere save perhaps 
in Switzerland were the revolutions really successful in achieving 
their professed goals. Hence, to the multiplicity of revolutions 
must be added their quick defeat. This makes it difficult to ana- 
lyze them in terms of any model of revolution. We can analyze 
characteristics derived from knowledge of great revolutions, like 
the Russian or the French, to assess these revolts and help explain 
their collapse; in this sense they may help test existing models. 
But they went through few of the classic stages of a successful 
revolution. It can plausibly be argued, in fact, that they were not 
really revolutions at all, in that in most instances they did not pro- 
vide an alternate political and military structure and in many the 
revolutionary leaders did not even want to do so. Why, then, 
bother with them? 

In the first place, the revolutions ended an era. With the revo- 
lutions the age of romanticism drew to a close. Heirs of the ro- 
mantic tradition continued their work—they continue it still. But 
romanticism’s dominance in the realm of ideas was over, and so 
was the confidence of romantics themselves that they could re- 
make the world in their image. More basically the revolutions sig- 
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naled a change in the relationship between intellectuals and soci- 
ety. It seemed natural for intellectuals to assume leadership of the 
revolutions, although in fact they had never wielded such broad 
powers before. They had, after all, spearheaded most of the polit- 
ical movements that fed the revolutions. Their role was assuredly 
not exhausted by the revolutions, but never again, in Western and 
Central Europe, could they assume command. Changes in their 
own outlook and in the nature of political organization, both of 
which the revolutions furthered, reduced their prestige. 


1848 Ended the Age of Revolutions 


Above all, the revolutions of 1848 ended the age of revolutions 
that had begun in the eighteenth century. None of the countries in- 
volved in the 1848 risings, except Hungary, has ever again expe- 
rienced revolution save as the aftermath of defeat in war, and even 
in Hungary’s case the 1956 rising was indirectly the product of 
loss in war. The revolutions of 1848 played a major role in this 
dramatic change. Because of them, established governments 
learned better how to maintain order. They improved their ability 
both to repress and to conciliate. Key groups that had supported 
revolutions for almost a century, such as many peasants and arti- 
sans, either won their major demands or lost their nerve as a re- 
sult of their failure. More basic processes were at work, to be sure. 
Artisans were losing ground in an industrializing society. Im- 
provements in the regularity of food supplies after midcentury re- 
moved one of the classic grievances of the lower classes. Never- 
theless the revolutions stand as the last major traditional protest 
by the masses in Western and Central Europe and the last major 
effort directly to block the spread of industrialization itself. Along 
with the decline of revolution in the most economically advanced 
sections of Europe came a more general change in the nature and 
purpose of protest. The dimensions of this change began to emerge 
in the later stages of the revolutions themselves. 

All of which is to say that revolutions were not only an end but 
a beginning. Many of the positive goals of the articulate revolu- 
tionaries pointed the way to a new age. Nationalism, liberalism, 
socialism—most of the basic political forces that are with us to- 
day were changed and enhanced by the revolutions. Nationalism 
was undoubtedly the biggest gainer. A minor, sputtering move- 
ment before the revolutions, it won new currency despite the for- 
mal failure of the nationalist goals. But all the new political move- 
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ments earned new attention and their proponents learned new, of- 
ten more effective means of organization. The transition from 
utopian socialism to Marxism, for example, was immeasurably 
furthered by the lessons of the revolutions. 

The results of 1848 encouraged the articulation of a modern 
class structure. The middle classes were placed on the side of the 
established order, because of the gains they won but even more 
because of the new fears they acquired. New lower-class groups, 
notably many factory workers, were drawn into protest during the 
course of the revolutions and the lower classes generally began to 
veer away from traditional demands as they developed a more 
modern political sense. These changes were only beginning. We 
must not expect to see, at the revolutions’ end, a militant factory 
proletariat facing a terrorized bourgeoisie. The revolutions did, 
nevertheless, tend to further a new kind of social polarization. 

In what they ended and in what they began, the principal revo- 
lutions of 1848 served as a transition from an old society to a new 
one. They captured the growing pains of areas on the verge of in- 
dustrialization. In this, as much as in their specific achievements 
and failures, lies their fascination. In this lies also their contribu- 
tion to an understanding of other societies, even in the present day, 
which are in a similar situation. Most of the participants in the rev- 
olutions sought to protest change, to return to older ways. They 
lost, even as conservative governments seemed to win the day. The 
revolutions opened the way to further change as they forced gov- 
ernments to adopt new methods to stay in power and as they 
helped reshape the mentality of large groups within the society at 
large. The revolutions, the result of a precarious balance between 
old and new, tipped the scales. 


The U.S.-Mexican War Ends: May 30, 1848 
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Polk Waged an 
Unjust War of 
Aggression 


by William Dusinberre 


Throughout the nineteenth century, the United States acquired terri- 
tory through westward expansion. One of the most hotly disputed 
territories was Texas, a Mexican province that declared indepen- 
dence in 1836. Mexico did not fully recognize Texan independence, 
and broke off diplomatic relations when the United States annexed 
Texas in 1845. Territorial disputes continued, and the two nations 
went to war on May 13, 1846. 

The U.S. president who oversaw the war effort was Democrat 
James K. Polk (1795-1849). The Democratic Party platform during 
Polk’s 1844 campaign was expansionist in outlook: The party sup- 
ported the annexation of Texas and the acquisition of Oregon. The 
U.S.-Mexican war ended with the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo on 
May 30, 1848. Among its provisions were the recognition of the 
Rio Grande as the southern Texan border, as well as the cession of 
Texas and other territories constituting the present-day American 
southwest and California. 

This selection by historian William Dusinberre recounts the ori- 
gins of the Mexican War as well as its domestic consequences. Dus- 
inberre criticizes Polk’s foreign policy maneuver, accusing Polk of a 
bald grab for territory and linking the president's expansionist vision 
and policies to ensuing political strife in the 1850s and 1860s. 

Historian William Dusinberre is Emeritus Reader at the Univer- 
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sity of Warwick in England. He is the author of two books on slav- 
ery in America. 


political battle over slavery in the conquered territory are of- 

ten examined separately. This is certainly how [President 
James K.] Polk sought to present these events. Yet, because the 
three issues were intimately interwoven, they cannot be properly 
viewed unless the interrelations among them are constantly held 
in mind. 


T he annexation of Texas, the Mexican War, and the subsequent 


Border Disputes Provoked Mexico 


When Polk annexed Texas, he adopted the Texans’ claims to the 
Rio Grande as their boundary, not only for their southern bound- 
ary but for their western border too. Texas had a sound claim to the 
Nueces River as its southern boundary, some 150 arid miles short 
of the Rio Grande, and it might perhaps have plausibly claimed 
even the watershed between the Nueces and the Rio Grande. Also, 
Texas might have reasonably claimed as its western border a line 
running from the headwaters of the Nueces River north and north- 
westward, or even a line from the watershed between the Nueces 
and the Rio Grande to the southeast corner of present-day New 
Mexico and thence straight north. This last line would have run 
some 200 miles east of the Rio Grande, as that river flows from the 
Rocky Mountains of Colorado almost due south through New 
Mexico to El Paso. The Texans, by extending their appetite west- 
ward to the Rio Grande, thus sought to devour more than half of 
the present state of New Mexico, including Santa Fe, Albuquerque, 
and Taos, to which they had no remotely legitimate claim. And on 
their southern border, the Texans’ demand for the Rio Grande en- 
compassed Mexican posts at Santiago and Laredo and settlements 
north of Matamoros, to which again Texas had no legitimate claim. 
Even the historian Justin Smith—a vigorous defender of the Mex- 
ican War—acknowledged (in a footnote) that he regarded the Tex- 
ans’ boundary “claim and all conclusions based upon it as un- 
sound.” And Polk’s secretary of state, James Buchanan, had 
declared in 1844 that Texas’s claim “to that portion of New Mex- 
ico which lies east of [the Rio Grande], and north of [E1 Paso], is 
certainly of a very doubtful character; and it is one upon which we 
ought not to insist.” Polk did insist. He need not have adopted the 
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Texans’ grandiose border claims, but he did so. These claims—in- 
creasing the assurance that Mexico would strenuously resent the 
annexation of Texas by the United States—furnished Polk the 
provocation that led in 1846 to war with Mexico, and the war en- 
abled the United States to conquer a vast western domain. includ- 
ing California. 

Even if Texas had been annexed with reasonable boundaries, 
war with Mexico might possibly have ensued. for the Mexican 
government had never offered to recognize Texan independence 
until May 1845, after the United States had proposed to annex 
Texas; and Mexico was even less happy at the idea of Texas's join- 
ing the United States. But Mexico would probably have swal- 
lowed its unhappiness—and avoided war—if the United States 
had not demanded the Rio Grande boundary. To Mexico, Polk’s 
demand for the Rio Grande boundary was (1) a claim to take over 
long-established Mexican communities at and near Santa Fe: (2) 
a humiliating grab for the large, though unfertile, portion of the 
province of Coahuila, lying between the Rio Grande and the Nue- 
ces River, even though the Nueces had always (before the Texan 
claim of 1836) been accepted as the border between Texas and 
Coahuila; and (3) an American assertion of the right to aim ar- 
tillery at what was by far the largest town in the whole region, 
Matamoros, situated on the south bank of the Rio Grande. Many 
Mexican military and civilian leaders were very reluctant to enter 
into a war with the United States, which they feared Mexico could 
not win. Because of this reluctance, Texas could probably have 
been annexed without war if the United States had not insisted on 
the Rio Grande as the boundary. A principal difference between 
Polk and the Whig Henry Clay—Polk’s opponent in the presi- 
dential election of 1844—had been that Clay favored annexing 
Texas in some cautious way that would not precipitate military 
conflict. If Clay had won the election he certainly would not have 
demanded the Rio Grande as Texas's border. 

President Polk insisted on the Rio Grande. He then ordered Gen- 
era] Zachary Taylor to encamp his army “on or near the Rio 
Grande” in order to establish the claim. Taylor planted his troops 
in disputed territory just south of the Nueces River, although he 
cautiously held them back 150 miles from the Rio Grande, and 
Mexican authorities were reluctant to respond to this limited 
provocation. Polk repeatedly—on October 16, 1545, and January 
13, 1846—urged Taylor to place his army “as near [the Rio 
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Grande] as circumstances will permit,’ but Taylor delayed moving 
until early March, and his troops did not reach the Rio Grande un- 
til March 28, 1846. No Mexican attack being immediately forth- 
coming, the impatient Polk, with the acquiescence of his cabinet, 
decided to ask Congress to declare war on Mexico. But before he 
actually sent his war message to Congress, Polk learned—fortu- 
nately, from his point of view—that a Mexican force had finally 
crossed the Rio Grande to ambush some of the recently arrived 
American soldiers. Polk was therefore able to redesign his war pro- 
posal: he alleged that war already existed “by the act of Mexico 
herself.” Congress need not declare war at all but merely “recog- 
nize the existence of the war” already started by the enemy. .. . 

It was a disgraceful episode. Rational consideration of whether 
or not to go to war for an “indefensible” border claim was swept 
aside. A president whose political career was founded on strict ob- 
servance of the Constitution played fast and loose with proper par- 
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liamentary procedure. He seemed to appeal to constitutional re- 
straint only when it suited him to do so. And by whipping the war 
resolution through the House against the wishes of 35 percent of 
its members, the president planted the seeds of a towering politi- 
cal conflict over war aims: was slavery to be legalized in the ter- 
ritory Poik wished to seize from Mexico? 


Territorial War Aims 


Polk’s subsequent policy toward Mexico was consistent with his 
opening salvo. The war was scarcely launched before the presi- 
dent told the cabinet he hoped to acquire all of Mexico north of 
the twenty-sixth parallel—not only New Mexico and California 
(which then contained present-day Arizona, Nevada, Utah, and 
parts of Colorado and Wyoming) but also another 300.000 square 
miles of Mexican territory, including most of the present-day 
Mexican states of Nuevo Leon, Coahuila, Chihuahua, Sonora, and 
Baja California. Once General Taylor had won a few battles in 
northern Mexico, Polk began to think that his grandiose territor- 
ial aspirations might be realized. “You need not be surprised,” the 
president wrote his brother in October 1846, “if other Provinces 
[besides California and New Mexico] also are secured. ... The 
longer the war . . . the greater will be . . . the indemnity required.” 
(A few months later, Mexican authorities somehow got wind of 
Polk’s appetite for the twenty-sixth parallel. Mexican nationalists 
then used allegations of Yankee land hunger to repel an unofficial 
American peace overture tendered early in 1847.) 

Normally, Polk’s military and diplomatic tactics were incre- 
mental. He applied military pressure first. thereafter making a de- 
mand on Mexico that no Mexican government would be likely to 
accept. Then, when his demand was not met, he applied additional 
military force and committed his negotiators to a new, more am- 
bitious goal, which again the Mexican government—sometimes 
to Polk's surprise—would also be unwilling to accept: and the 
process was repeated. Thus Polk began by ordering General Tay- 
lor’s army to the Rio Grande. While Taylor was still encamped at 
Corpus Christi (just south of the Nueces River), Mexico indicated 
willingness to talk to a special American commissioner, presum- 
ably about whether they might accept their loss of Texas to the 
United States in return for an American payment (such as had pre- 
viously been paid to France for the Louisiana Purchase). Polk—- 
regarding the annexation of Texas, without any cash payment to 
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Mexico, as a nonnegotiable fait accompli [“accomplished fact” 
(French)|—declined to discuss this issue, as the Mexicans seemed 
to have offered to do. Instead he appointed a “minister plenipo- 
tentiary”—not the ad hoc commissioner whom the Mexicans had 
requested—and instructed him to offer $5 million for the remain- 
der of New Mexico west of the Rio Grande; the agent was to of- 
fer up to $20 million more for parts of California. 

When Mexico, predictably, declined to negotiate on these terms, 
Polk threatened war; he also posted the American navy to the 
Mexican port of Veracruz (ready to cut off the tariff revenues on 
which the Mexican government relied to pay its soldiers); and he 
sent General Taylor specific authorization to occupy the north 
bank of the Rio Grande, directly opposite the Mexican town of 
Matamoros. At that time Matamoros was much the largest town 
in the whole region. Its population of 15,000 was triple that of e1- 
ther Houston or Galveston (the largest towns in Texas). Taylor’s 
encampment within artillery range of this important urban center 
led, predictably, to the Mexican ambush, which then covered 
Polk’s (previously determined) decision to go to war. 


Mexico Is Reluctant to Submit 


Taylor’s subsequent victories in northern Mexico during the next 
few months failed to produce the expected Mexican submission, 
whereupon Polk resolved to carry the war to central Mexico. His 
cabinet, however, was reluctant to extend military operations to- 
ward Mexico City. Once again, therefore, Polk employed incre- 
mental tactics: in November 1846 he got the cabinet to agree at 
least to a landing at Veracruz. In practice, this was sure to result 
in the desired military campaign toward Mexico City (for no in- 
vading American army was likely to sit passively on the pestilen- 
tial coast near Veracruz during the long summer of 1847, watch- 
ing its soldiers die of malaria and yellow fever, when a campaign 
into the mountains would offer respite from these scourges). Thus, 
by proceeding one step at a time, Polk eventually secured his cab- 
inet’s assent to the campaign toward Mexico City. 

Once General Winfield Scott’s army had captured Veracruz— 
and with the prospect of Scott’s march inland—Polk formulated 
instructions for a new diplomatic agent, Nicholas Trist. Before 
launching the war, Polk had set his minimum demand as, in effect, 
Mexican submission to the virtually uncompensated loss of Texas, 
but now the president’s minimum demand was far more ambi- 
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tious. He presented Mexico with the ultimatum to cede California 
and New Mexico, for which the United States would pay up to 
$20 million (and would waive various financial claims against 
Mexico), or the war would continue. Trist should also attempt to 
purchase Baja California (the long peninsula stretching 800 miles 
southward from San Diego) and to secure American transit rights 
from the Gulf of Mexico across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec (350 
miles southeast of Mexico City) to the Pacific Ocean. 

Five months later the Mexican government still refused to sub- 
mit to the ultimatum, even though Scott’s army had smashed the 
defenses of Mexico City and was poised to occupy the city itself. 
When news of this refusal reached Washington, Polk ordered Trist 
to break off contact with the Mexicans and return home, and the 
president once again put incremental tactics into service. A move- 
ment had developed in the United States to keep permanent pos- 
session of substantial portions of present-day Mexico. The two 
most important members of Polk’s cabinet favored this policy. 
Secretary of State James Buchanan—a Pennsylvanian seeking the 
support of expansionists for the Democratic presidential nomina- 
tion in 1848—wanted to keep the northeastern part of present-day 
Mexico, between the Gulf of Mexico and the Sierra Madre. Sec- 
retary of the Treasury Robert Walker (a Mississippian) hoped, like 
some other Democrats, to annex all of Mexico. Polk himself had 
envisaged, almost from the beginning of the war, seizing (besides 
California and New Mexico) most of the five other northern states 
of Mexico. Thus when the president told his cabinet in October 
1847 that he favored further military operations and “establishing 
more stable Governments than those [previously] established,” it 
seems certain that he contemplated further territorial aggrandize- 
ment. In his annual message to Congress (December 1847). Polk 
called for annexation of New Mexico and the Californias (in the 
plural, thus including Baja California), and he threatened to up the 
ante because of “the obstinate perseverance of Mexico in pro- 
tracting the war.” If Mexico would not submit, Polk warned, the 
United States must “tak|e] the full measure of indemnity into our 
own hands’—that is, the United States must permanently seize 
even more territory. But guerrilla warfare against the American 
armies apparently had turned Polk against his original idea of seiz- 
ing all of Mexico north of the twenty-sixth parallel: he seems now 
to have hoped instead to grab the Mexican port of Tampico (at the 
twenty-second parallel): to secure an American right of passage 
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across the isthmus of Tehuantepec, from the Gulf of Mexico to the 
Pacific Ocean; and “perhaps to make the Sierra Madra [sic] the 
line,” thus seizing the province of Tamaulipas and all the rest of 
Mexico between these mountains and the Gulf of Mexico. 

The Mexicans had surprised Polk by their stubborn resistance 
to his idea that they should acknowledge defeat and sign a peace 
treaty. Consequently, the war had dragged on much longer than 
the president had anticipated. During this time a series of military 
triumphs fed American patriotic fervor, especially in the South and 
Southwest, from which a disproportionate number of the Ameri- 
can soldiers had been recruited. (Yet when the final toll was 
counted, it turned out that 14 percent of the American soldiers had 
died.) The Whigs had been making big gains in the midterm con- 
gressional elections, and the next presidential election was on the 
horizon. Public opinion was divided: some Whigs wanted no ter- 
ritorial conquests at all; apparently most Americans would have 
been satisfied to settle for New Mexico and California, and they 
wanted an end to the war; but vociferous groups within the Dem- 
ocratic Party sought even more territory from Mexico. 


Successful Negotiation, at Last 


Favoring this last course, Polk aimed to increase the pressure on 
Mexico by recalling his envoy, Nicholas Trist, rather than amend- 
ing Trist’s original instructions. Thus when Trist—violating re- 
peated orders to return home—remained in Mexico City and fi- 
nally secured a treaty consonant with those original instructions, 
Polk had no firm ground on which to reject the work of his insub- 
ordinate emissary. Trist had even acquired California and New 
Mexico for only $15 million, although authorized to pay $20 mil- 
lion. Yet astonishingly, because on November 16, 1847, Trist had 
received the orders to leave Mexico, the angry president refused 
to pay Trist’s salary for the period—November 16, 1847, through 
February 2, 1848—during which he had skillfully negotiated the 
treaty that secured everything he had previously been instructed to 
get. Nevertheless, and inconsistently, Polk probably breathed a sigh 
of relief that Trist had enabled the United States to terminate with- 
out loss of face a war in which American losses had been consid- 
erable. The president, however, would assume no responsibility 
himself for ending hostilities, leaving it instead to the senators— 
eleven of whose appetites for Mexican soil remained unsatiated— 
to decide for themselves whether or not to halt the war with terri- 
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torial acquisitions smaller than Polk had originally desired. Trist’s 
treaty added a mere 650,000 square miles to U.S. territory, whereas 
Polk had once hoped for about 950,000 square miles. Happily. the 
war was by now sufficiently unpopular in the United States that 
the Senate eventually voted by thirty-eight to fourteen (with four 
dissatisfied senators abstaining) to accept Trist’s treaty. Part of the 
opposition or abstention came from senators—like slave-state Sen- 
ators James Westcott, Dixon Lewis, Sam Houston, and David 
Atchison and the Illinois Senator Stephen Douglas (whose wife 
stood to inherit over 100 slaves and a great Mississippi plantation 
from her rich father)—who would have liked hundreds of thou- 
sands of square miles more of Mexican territory. 

Polk’s unsettling experiences in governing his slaves may illu- 
minate how he conducted diplomacy and the war. Having been 
subjected when he was sixteen to an excruciating (unanesthetized), 
pioneering operation to remove a urinary stone, and having grown 
up a frail and relatively bookish youth (whose later marriage re- 
mained childless), Polk always felt a need to prove himself. When 
he compromised with his fugitive slaves (having them whipped 
but then sometimes selling a favored bondsman into the slave’s fa- 
miliar central Tennessee homeland or requiring that Dismukes’s 
whipping of Gilbert and Addison be witnessed by Polk’s agent 
Bobbitt), these halfway measures were ineffectual in curbing 
flight. Unsatisfying experiences of this sort may have reinforced 
Polk’s feeling that he must act in an authoritative, decisive way if 
his presidency was to be a success. Once president, he immedi- 
ately effected Texas annexation in the speediest possible manner, 
disregarding the outcry this aroused; he took an aggressive stance 
toward Britain, depending on the Senate to assume responsibility 
for retreating from his untenable territorial claims against Canada: 
he forced through Congress a hasty declaration of war on Mex- 
ico; and he pursued against Mexico territorial ambitions pre- 
dictably unacceptable to any government of that nation, once again 
depending on the Senate to take responsibility for backing down 
from his most far-reaching goals. These seem to be the actions of 
a man who felt he must prove himself, not only by being a worka- 
holic, but also by repeatedly flexing his muscle in order to achieve 
his foreign policy goals. May not the humiltations Polk had ex- 
perienced in governing his slaves have contributed to his deter- 
mination to show the Mexicans, and even the powertul British, 
who was boss’? 
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American expansion to the Pacific has often seemed predeter- 
mined, as Manifest Destiny, but it need not have been precisely 
so. Had Henry Clay been elected in 1844, he would not have de- 
manded the Rio Grande as Texas’s border, and this rich source for 
dispute with Mexico would not have existed. Mexico, then, might 
well have accepted—at least informally, if not soon by formal 
agreement—the annexation of Texas to the United States, espe- 
cially if financial compensation had been tendered. American set- 
tlers (mostly from the North) would then have infiltrated Califor- 
nia, as Americans (mostly from the South) had previously done in 
Texas; and quickly a movement for Californian autonomy, fol- 
lowed by independence from Mexico, would have ensued, simi- 
lar to the one that had already succeeded in Texas. California no 
doubt would then have been annexed to the United States. This 
whole process would have been accelerated by the Gold Rush 
(which of course no one could foresee). Mexico probably would 
have tried to put a military halt to the process, but its efforts would 
probably have been even less effectual than they had been against 
Texas. No protracted war—perhaps no war at all—had to have oc- 
curred. The boundary between the United States and Mexico 
would not be identical to the present boundary: Texas would not 
extend southward quite as far as the Rio Grande, and the Mexican 
border might extend many miles into present-day New Mexico. 
Would this diminution of U.S. territory have been worthwhile for 
the sake of avoiding an aggressive and unjust war against Mex- 
ico? In particular, would it have been worthwhile if—by re- 
nouncing an extended war against Mexico—the Americans had 
been able to avoid the bloodbath that followed so soon thereafter, 
the American Civil War? 


The U.S.-Mexican War Ends: May 30, 1848 
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Mexican 
Landowners Were 
Treated Unfairly 


by Hutchings’ California Magazine 


From May 13, 1846, to May 30, 1848, the United States and Mex- 
ico were at war over territorial disputes. The U.S. victory in the 
Mexican War greatly increased the size of the United States: The 
provisions of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, ratified on May 30, 
1848, included the cession of 55 percent of Mexico’s territory, an 
area comprising present-day Arizona, California, New Mexico, 
Texas, and parts of Colorado, Nevada, and Utah. Mexico received 
$15 million in exchange. The treaty also set the Texas border at the 
Rio Grande River and provided for the protection of the property 
and civil rights of Mexican nationals living within the new border. 

These acquisitions satisfied those who sought to extend the 
United States to the Pacific Coast, but the additional territory even- 
tually proved problematic in the slave state—free state debates of the 
1850s. It also posed a series of legal problems concerning land own- 
ership for Mexican nationals living in the territories ceded to the 
United States. 

California was an especially contentious area. The 1848 discov- 
ery of gold at Sutter's Mill sparked a gold rush and a sudden popu- 
lation increase leading to clashes over land between established 
Mexicans and American newcomers. The following article, from 
Hutchings’ California Magazine of July 1857, describes the prob- 
lems encountered by landowning Mexicans after the American 


Hutchings’ California Magazine, “Land Loss in California.” July 1857. 
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takeover of California. The new American laws often contradicted 
existing Mexican statutes, resulting in a great deal of confusion and 
hardship for the landowners. The article criticizes the way the U.S. 
government handled the territorial transition and treated the resident 
Mexicans (“‘Californios’”’). 


made it necessary that the titles to land, owned in the State, 

under grants from Mexico, should be recognized and pro- 
tected in accordance with the principles of American law. Protec- 
tion was due to the land owners under the general principles of eq- 
uity and the laws of nations, and had been expressly provided in 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. It was necessary that the pro- 
tection should be in accordance with the principles of American 
law, because the vast majority of the population soon came to be 
composed of Americans, who naturally introduced their own sys- 
tem of law,—the only system suited to their method of conduct- 
ing business. 


T he establishment of the American dominion in California, 


The Mexican System and American Laws 


But there was a question of much difficulty as to how this protec- 
tion should be furnished. The Mexican titles were lacking in many 
of the conditions necessary to a perfect title under the American 
laws. The land systems of the two countries were constructed on 
entirely different principles and with different objects. The Mexi- 
can system was a good one for the purposes to be attained by it; it 
was Suited to the wants of the natives of California. They were 
stock growers;—their only occupation, and wealth and staple food 
was furnished by their herds. They owned immense numbers of 
horses and horned cattle, and to furnish them with pasture, each 
ranchero required a large tract of land, which might be used by his 
own stock, exclusively. The public land in California was very ex- 
tensive; it was worth nothing; there was little demand for it; no 
evils had been experienced, none were feared from the accumula- 
tion of great tracts, in the hands of a few owners; every grant was 
supposed to be a benefit to the State, by furnishing a home to a new 
citizen; and so, large grants were made without stint, on nearly 
every application. If the applicant could show that the land was 
public property, and unoccupied, he could obtain from 10,000 to 
50,000 acres without expense, on condition that he would make the 
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ranch his home, build a house on it, and place several hundred head 
of horned cattle upon it. These grants were usually made without 
any accurate description of the land; there never had been any gov- 
ernment survey of any portion of the territory; there were no sur- 
veyors in the country to locate the boundaries; neither would the 
applicants have been willing in most cases to pay for surveys: nor 
was there any apparent need for them, land being very cheap and 
quarrels about boundaries very rare. Sometimes the land granted 
was described with certain fixed natural boundaries. In other cases, 
the grant might be described as lying in a narrow valley, between 
two ranges of mountains, and extending from a tree, rock, or clump 
of willows, up or down the valley far enough to include three, six, 
or ten square leagues. The most common form of grant was for a 
certain number of square leagues, lying in a much larger district, 
bounded by well known land-marks. Thus the famous Mariposa 
grant of Fremont is for ten square leagues | 1,386 acres, equivalent 
to a tract about nine miles square—in the district bounded by the 
San Joaquin river on the west, the Sierra Nevada mountains on the 
east, the Merced river on the north, and the Chowchillas on the 
south; which district includes nearly 100 square leagues. Under 
such a grant, the Mexican law allowed the grantee to select any 
place, within the larger limits, and make it his home. 

The grants made were not carefully registered. The law pre- 
scribed that the petitions for land should all be preserved, and a 
record of them kept, and that a registry should be made of all the 
lands granted; but the affairs of the Governor's office were loosely 
conducted; and in many cases where the claimants have been in 
possession for twenty years, and have an undoubted title, there is 
nothing in the archives or records of the former government to 
show for it. In many respects the California governor had been 
very careless about granting lands. Some times they would grant 
the same lands to several persons; and there was one instance 
wherein Gov. Micheltorena ordered that every person in the north- 
ern District of California, who had petitioned for land before a cer- 
tain date, and whose petition had not been acted upon, should be 
the owner of the land asked for; provided the nearest Alcalde 
should certify that it belonged to the public domain. In these cases 
no title to the grantees was ever made by the Governor. 

I have thus briefly mentioned the main peculiarities of the Mex- 
ican system of disposing of the public land in California, as distin- 
guished from the American system. The Mexican government 
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made no survey of the land; granted it away in immense tracts with- 
out any fixed boundaries, leaving the grantee a wide discretion in 
regard to location, and keeping no careful registry of the grants. 


Lose Land or Sue the Government 

When the great immigration of ’49 filled the land with Americans, 
it became necessary to provide for the recognition and protection 
of the good Mexican titles by the American Courts. But how was 
this to be done? By the ordinary State Courts? The judges would 
not be sufficiently able, and would be ignorant of the laws under 
which the grants had been made; and the juries would be com- 
posed of Americans whose interests would lead them to do injus- 
tice to the large land-owners. Besides, the lawmakers and judges 
elected by a deeply interested populace could not be depended 
upon to do justice under such circumstances. 

Or should the protection be rendered by the appointment of a 
commission, instructed to make a summary examination of all 
claims, declare all those valid which had been in possession pre- 
vious to the conquest, and of which some record might be found 
in the archives; leaving the other claims to be tried in the U.S. 
Courts? This was the policy which should have been pursued. 

But that plan was not to prevail. . . . [The] bill “to ascertain and 
settle the private land claims in the State of California’. . .provides 
for the appointment of a special Judicial Committee (to be com- 
posed of three judges), before which all claimants to land, in the 
State, under Mexican titles, should bring suit against the Federal 
Government within two years after the date of the act, under 
penalty of forfeiting their land. It provided further, that a law agent 
should be appointed, who should “superintend the interests of the 
United States in every case.” It provided further, that appeals might 
be taken in these land cases, from the judgments of the Commis- 
sion to the U.S. District Court, and from the latter, to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. It provided further, that in the trial of 
these cases, the Commission and the courts should “be governed 
by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, the law of nations, the laws, 
usages and customs of the country from which the claim is de- 
rived, the principles of equity, and the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States.” 

This act provided that the owners of land should sue the Gov- 
ernment or lose their land. But why be subjected to so severe a 
condition? The land owners had committed no offence, that they 
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should be threatened with spoliation. It was not their fault that the 
Mexican land system differed from the American. The introduc- 
tion of a new system by the Government did not justify the inval- 
idation of titles, which had been good before, and the subjection 
of the owners to tedious and expensive litigation. When the Amer- 
ican Government took California, it was in honor bound to leave 
the titles to property as secure as they were at the time of the trans- 
fer, and express provision to this effect was made in the treaty. Let 
us imagine that California were to be again transferred to some 
other power, whose land system is far more complex and strict 
than our own, and that all our present titles should be declared in- 
complete and insecure, and that every land owner should be taxed 
to one-fourth of the value of his land to pay for defending his ti- 
tle before a foreign and hostile Court, and, if successful, should 
not get his title until six or eight years atter the commencement of 
the litigation;—would we not exclaim against it as extremely un- 
just? But what is the difference between that supposed case and 
the actual one under consideration? There is no difference between 
the principles involved in the two cases; each supposes a great 
wrong—such a wrong as has been committed by the Federal Gov- 
ernment of the United States upon holders of land in California 
under Mexican grants. 


812 Landowners File Suit 


The Land Commission was opened in this city, January Ist, 1852, 
and in the ensuing fourteen months, 812 suits were brought, and 
these were all decided previous to the 3d of March, 1855, at which 
time the Commission dissolved. 

It was severe hardship for owners of land under grants from 
Mexico, that they should be required to sue the government of the 
United States (which ought to have protected—not persecuted 
them) or lose their land; but this hardship was rendered much more 
severe by the peculiar circumstances under which the suits had to 
be tried. The trials were to be had in San Francisco at a time when 
the expenses of traveling and of living in San Francisco were very 
great, and the fees of lawyers enormous. The prosecution of the 
suits required a study of the laws of Mexico, in regard to the dis- 
position of the public lands, and this study had, of course. to be 
paid for by the clients. In many cases the claimants had to come to 
San Francisco from remote parts of the State: having three hundred 
miles to travel, bringing their witnesses with them at their own ex- 
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pense. The witnesses were nearly all native Californians, and it was 
necessary to employ interpreters at high prices. 

Meanwhile the claimant could not dispose of his land, on ac- 
count of the cloud there was on his title: neither could he have it 
surveyed by the U.S. Surveyor so as to give notice to the public 
where his land really lay. As he could not give a secure title, nor, 
in most cases, tell where his boundaries were, the Americans were 
not disposed to buy the land. Many squatters were, no doubt, glad 
of a pretext under which they might take other people’s land and 
use it without paying rent; but the circumstances were often such 
that they were justified in refusing to buy. The number of settlers 
or squatters became large; they formed a decided majority of the 
voters in several of the counties; their political influence was great; 
politicians bowed down before them; all political parties courted 
them; and most of the U.S. Land Agents, and District Attorneys, 
appointed under the influence of the California Congressmen, be- 
came the representatives of the settler interest, and failed to rep- 
resent the true interest of the United States. Every device known 
to the law was resorted to defeat the claimant, or delay the con- 
firmation of his grant, as though it were the interest of the Federal 
Government to defeat every claimant, or to postpone his success 
as long as possible. 

Fight hundred and twelve important suits, to be tried according 
to the principles of strange laws, and on evidence given ina 
strange tongue, and where the testimony, in many of the cases, 
covered hundreds of pages of manuscript, were not to be disposed 
of in any brief period. In fact, the Commission did not clear its 
docket until more than three years after its organization. This de- 
lay, which would have been disastrous in any country, was dou- 
bly so in California. During the greater portion of this time, the ti- 
tles to most of the good farming land in the settled districts of the 
State, were declared to be unsettled. The delay was an encour- 
agement to dishonest, and often a justification of honest squatters. 
They wanted to cultivate the ground; they could not learn whether 
the land they wished to occupy was public or private property; 
they knew the question would not be decided soon, and therefore 
they might know, if dishonest, that they might make a profit by 
seizing land which they were morally certain would be, and 
should be, confirmed to the claimant; and if honest, they could not 
be expected to pay for property, to which, in many cases, the title 
was one in which they could place no confidence. The conse- 
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quence of the system was, that a large portion of the most valu- 
able farming land in the State was occupied by squatters. This oc- 
cupation contributed greatly to injure the value of the property. 
The land owner could not sell his land, nor use it, and yet he was 
compelled to pay taxes. His ranch brought serious evils upon him. 
It was the seat of a multitude of squatters, who—as a necessary 
consequence of antagonistic pecuniary interest,—were his bitter 
enemies. Cases we know, where they fenced in his best land; laid 
their claims between his house and his garden: threatened to shoot 
him if he should trespass on their inclosure; killed his cattle if they 
broke through the sham fences; cut down his valuable shade and 
fruit trees, and sold them for fire-wood; made no permanent im- 
provements, and acted generally as tho’ they were determined to 
make all the immediate profit possible, out of the ranch. Such 
things were not rare: they are familiar to every person who knows 
the general course of events during the last five years in Sonoma, 
Solano, Contra Costa, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz and Monterey 
Counties. Blood was not unfrequently spilled in consequence of 
the feuds between the land holders and the squatters; the victims 
in nearly every case, belonging to the former class. 

After the Federal Government had committed the error of com- 
pelling every Californian land owner to bring suit for his own land, 
which he had held in indisputable ownership under the Mexican 
dominion, and even before the independence of Mexico and Spain, 
and after the Government stubbornly contested every case before 
a tribunal whose learning, ability, and honesty, was and is, univer- 
sally admitted,—after all this, it is strange that those persons, 
whose claims were confirmed, and who had been in possession of 
their land before the American conquest, and in cases where there 
was no suspicion of fraud, were not allowed to take their own prop- 
erty once for all. But no; Uncle Sam told all the Californians who 
had gained their suits, that they should not take their land till they 
had sued him again; he would appeal every case: the claimant must 
make another fight for his property, or be despoiled. 


An Injurious Policy 

Here then, was the whole work to be gone over again in the Fed- 
eral District Courts, of which there are two in the State: and in 
each district there are about four hundred claims, to be tried by a 
judge, much of whose time is occupied with the trial of admiralty 
cases. The land suits must all be defended, or attended to, by the 
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United States District Attorney, much of whose time is occupied 
with criminal cases, and civil business in which the Federal Gov- 
ernment is interested. The result is delay upon delay. .. . 

Only two pleas have been made to extenuate or justify the stub- 
born opposition made by the agents of the Government to the 
recognition of the Californian land holders. These pleas are, first, 
that many of the claims are fraudulent; and, secondly, that the Cal- 
ifornians claim too much land. 

It is not true that many of the claims are fraudulent. The Land 
Commission did not reject one claim, and the District Courts have 
rejected only two, on the ground of fraud. There may be twenty- 
five fraudulent claims in all; I believe not more. There may be 
many claims which would not have been valid under the Mexican 
law; but these are not fraudulent, and have been, or will be re- 
jected. But even if there were a hundred, that would be no reason 
why the Government should attempt to rob the holders of land un- 
der titles undoubtedly good in equity and under the Mexican law. 
A distinction might be made between the two classes, of the sus- 
picious and the undoubtedly good claims. But the Federal Gov- 
ernment made no distinction. The Peralta grant, which was made 
in the last century, and has been in constant possession ever since, 
under a perfect title according to the Mexican law, was subjected 
to the same litigation and vexatious delay, and was given over to 
the tender mercies of the squatters in the same manner with the 
most questionable title in all the land. 

The other plea is still worse. It may be that the welfare of the 
people requires the land to be equally divided among them; but 
shall that justify the Government in robbing—directly by violence, 
or indirectly by litigation—the owners of large tracts? If it be 
wrong for me to rob my neighbor of his dollars, is it right for Un- 
cle Sam to rob Peralta, or any other Californian, of his land? And 
let it be remembered that temporary dispossession is morally as 
wrong as entire and final spoliation. I admit that it were far better 
for the country that the Mexican grant-holders should not own so 
much land; I admit that it were better, looking at the question ab- 
stractly, that the settlers should own all the land they claim, I ad- 
mit that the settlers are more active and industrious, and contribute 
vastly more, in proportion to their means, to the development and 
wealth of the State, than do the native holders of the large grants; 
but all this has nothing to do with the main question. .. . 

Not only has the system adopted by the Federal Government, 
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in regard to Mexican grants, been most injurious and unjust to the 
claimants, but it has also been very injurious to the country at 
large. It has deprived the people in the most populous agricultural 
districts, of permanent titles; has prevented the erection of fine 
houses, valuable improvements, permanent homes: has con- 
tributed to make the population unsettled; to keep families from 
coming to the country; and, in fine, has been one of the chief 
causes of the present unsound condition of the social and business 
relations of California. 


The First U.S. Woman’s Rights Convention 
Convenes: July 19-20, 1848 
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Courage and 
Vision Launched 
the Women’s 
Movement 


by Eleanor Flexner 


On July 19 and 20, 1848, the first American woman’s rights conven- 
tion assembled at the Wesleyan Methodist Church in Seneca Falls, 
New York. The meeting in Seneca Falls marks the beginning of the 
organized women’s movement. The leaders of the convention, Lu- 
cretia Mott and Elizabeth Cady Stanton, decided to focus their atten- 
tion on woman’s rights after they and other women were denied 
seats at the World Anti-Slavery Conference in London in 1840. 

Both Mott and Stanton, frustrated by this slight, resolved to ad- 
dress bias against women upon their return to the United States. At 
that time in America, women were not allowed to vote, hold office, 
or sit on juries. Married women were legally subservient to their 
husbands; for example, wives could not hold assets or keep earned 
income in their own name. 

After several years of establishing contacts and exchanging 
ideas, Mott, Stanton, and other woman’s rights reformers planned a 
convention. On July 14, 1848, the women issued the Declaration of 
Sentiments, a proclamation that expressed their objectives using 
the Declaration of Independence as a model. When the convention 
assembled a few days later, more than three hundred people at- 
tended (about forty of whom were men). Eleven resolutions, in- 
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cluding one calling for universal women’s suffrage, were adopted 
at the convention. 

The following selection by Eleanor Flexner traces the Seneca 
Falls Convention from its roots in 1840 through its culmination in 
July 1848. Flexner examines the roles of Lucretia Mott and Eliza- 
beth Cady Stanton. She also discusses the drafting of the Declara- 
tion of Sentiments and the place of the Seneca Falls Convention in 
the history of the woman’s rights movement. 

Woman’s rights activist Eleanor Flexner is the author of Century 
of Struggle: The Woman’s Rights Movement in the United States. a 
groundbreaking work in women’s studies that has been published in 
several languages. 


rievances, even articulate voices raised in discontent, are 

not enough to give birth to a reform movement. What was 

needed now was a sharp impetus—leadership and; above 
all, a program. These were to be the achievement of the Seneca 
Falls convention in the summer of 1848, from which the inception 
of the woman’s rights movement in the United States is commonly 
dated. 


The Seeds of the Convention Idea 


Although it grew naturally out of the unsatisfactory position of 
women in a changing world and the work of the pioneers during 
the preceding thirty years, the seed of the convention was actually 
planted in the summer of 1840. A World Anti-Slavery Convention 
in London was attended by an American delegation which in- 
cluded a number of women; but despite the strong objections of 
some of the American leaders, the convention ruled, after hot de- 
bate, that only men delegates should be seated. Among the women 
compelled to sit passively in the galleries during the ensuing ten 
days were Lucretia Mott and the young wife of an abolitionist 
leader, Elizabeth Cady Stanton. 

After the sessions the two women walked the London streets 
together or sat on a bench in the British Museum while the rest of 
their party explored its treasures, talking about the anomaly of de- 
voted workers in the anti-slavery cause being denied any voice in 
its deliberations simply because they were women. and the need 
for action. 

In these talks Mrs. Mott was the preceptor: aided by the cir- 
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cumstances of birth and religious faith, she had already cast off 
many of the bonds that trammeled other women. . . . 


The Role of Elizabeth Cady Stanton 


In an age that abounded in stormy personalities that clashed con- 
tinually even if they had common aims, Mrs. Mott was widely 
beloved. A gentle manner, luminous countenance, and soft voice 
concealed an inflexible rectitude and devotion to principle. In some 
respects initially conservative (she drew back at first from demands 
she felt too precipitate, such as the franchise and easier divorce 
laws), she never shrank from the conclusions which a fearless and 
rational mind imposed on her. Her contribution in helping to free 
the gifted and eager mind of Elizabeth Cady Stanton was an incal- 
culable one, for the younger woman was destined to be the lead- 
ing intellectual force in the emancipation of American women. .. . 

In 1840 she married Henry B. Stanton, an abolitionist leader 
who had faced down angry mobs. She also made friends with the 
Grimké sisters. After her meeting with Lucretia Mott in London 
the friendship was maintained by correspondence when the Stan- 
tons moved to Boston, where they made their first home. When 
Mrs. Stanton visited in Johnstown, she got in a little work with Al- 
bany legislators on behalf of the Married Woman’s Property Bill 
which finally became New York state law early in 1848. But the 
decisive turn in her life came when the family moved to Seneca 
Falls, in the Finger Lakes region of New York, and Elizabeth Cady 
Stanton suddenly came face to face with the realities of a house- 
wife’s drudgery and isolation in a small town. Her husband was 
often away on business, and she was left with a growing family of 
lively children, most of them boys who got into constant mischief. 
There was the usual servant problem, and even when she could 
get help, like all other housewives of her day, she did an immense 
amount of work: baking and cooking, washing and sewing, and 
caring for each new baby. With her restless and eager mind she 
found the situation, despite all the reading she managed to squeeze 
in, an intolerable one: 


I now fully understood the practical difficulties most women had 
to contend with in the isolated household, and the impossibility of 
woman’s best development if in contact, the chief part of her life, 
with servants and children. . . . Emerson says: “A healthy discon- 
tent is the first step to progress.” The general discontent I felt with 
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woman’s portion as wife, mother, housekeeper, physician, and spir- 
itual guide, the chaotic condition into which everything fell with- 
out her constant supervision, and the wearied, anxious look of the 
majority of women, impressed me with the strong feeling that 
some active measures should be taken to remedy the wrongs of so- 
ciety in general and of women in particular. My experiences at the 
World Anti-Slavery Convention, al! I had read of the legal status 
of women, and the oppression I saw everywhere, together swept 
across my soul, intensified now by many personal experiences. It 
seemed as if all the elements had conspired to impel me to some 
onward step. I could not see what to do or where to begin—my 
only thought was a public meeting for protest and discussion. 


Deciding to Call a Convention 

The possibility of such a meeting had been discussed by Mrs. 
Stanton and Mrs. Mott from their first acquaintance. But no op- 
portunity to realize it occurred until the Motts paid a visit in Wa- 
terloo, New York, near Seneca Falls, where Mrs. Stanton spent a 
day with them. There she also found the Motts’ hostess Jane Hunt, 
Martha Wright (Mrs. Mott’s sister), and Mary Ann McClintock, 
all of them Quakers. To them “I poured out, that day, the torrent 
of my long accumulating discontent, with such vehemence and in- 
dignation that I stirred myself, as well as the rest of the party, to 
do and dare anything.” 

Seated around a mahogany table (now in the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution in Washington), the five women decided to call a convention 
(today we would simply call it a meeting since there were to be no 
elected delegates), and wrote an announcement which appeared in 
the next day’s issue (July 14) of the Seneca County Courier: 


Woman’s Rights Convention—A convention to discuss the social, 
civil and religious rights of woman will be held in the Wesleyan 
Chapel, Seneca Falls, New York. on Wednesday and Thursday, the 
19th and 20th of July current; commencing at 10 a.m. During the 
first day the meeting will be held exclusively for women, who are 
earnestly invited to attend. The public generally are invited to be 
present on the second day, when Lucretia Mott of Philadelphia and 
other ladies and gentlemen will address the convention. 


Having drafted the notice, the women were at a loss as to how 
to proceed. Obviously what was required was some kind of dec- 
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laration of sentiments, such as they were familiar with from their 
experiences with anti-slavery gatherings. But what form it should 
take, they had no idea. When Mrs. Stanton began to read aloud 
from the Declaration of Independence, it seemed to lend itself to 
their purpose; the resulting paraphrase of the original, sentence by 
sentence and paragraph by paragraph, became a Declaration of 
Principles that would serve three generations of women: 


When, in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one 
portion of the family of man to assume among the people of the 
earth a position different from that they have hitherto occupied. . . . 


We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men and women 
are created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with cer- 
tain inalienable rights: that among these are life, liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness. .. . 


The history of mankind is a history of repeated injuries and 
usurpations on the part of man toward woman, having in direct ob- 
ject the establishment of an absolute tyranny over her. To prove 
this, let facts be submitted to a candid world. 


The facts presented ranged over every aspect of woman’s status. 
In conclusion, departing from its model, the Declaration stated: 


In entering upon the great work before us, we anticipate no small 
amount of misconception, misrepresentation, and ridicule; but we 
shall use every instrumentality within our power to effect our ob- 
ject. We shall employ agents, circulate tracts, petition the State and 
national legislatures, and endeavor to enlist the pulpit and the press 
on our behalf. We hope this Convention will be followed by a se- 
ries of Conventions embracing every part of the country. 


The final drafting of resolutions to implement the Declaration 
was turned over to Mrs. Stanton, and the Motts went home to 
Philadelphia, leaving the young woman to cope with her house- 
hold, and with a rising sense of panic. The latter was in no way 
mitigated when she read her husband the draft of a resolution she 
proposed demanding the vote for women; Henry B. Stanton de- 
clared that if it were presented to the convention he would have 
nothing to do with the affair, and that he would leave town. (He 
did.) To make matters worse, a letter arrived from Mrs. Mott, mix- 
ing encouragement with caution: 
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I requested (Mary Ann McClintock) . . . to tell thee how poorly my 
husband was, and that it is not likely that I should be able to go to 
Seneca Falls before the morning of the convention. I hope how- 
ever that he will be able to be present the second day. . . . James 
says thy great speech thou must reserve for the second day, so that 
he and others may be able to hear it. The convention will not be as 
large as it otherwise might be, owing to the busy time with the 
farmers, harvest, etc. But it will be a beginning, and we hope it will 
be followed in due time by one of a more general! character. 


None of the women, even Lucretia Mott, felt equal to the task 
of serving as chairman, and it had been planned that James Mott 
would fill the post. Fortunately he recovered promptly and both 
the Motts arrived in Seneca Falls in good time. Less auspicious 
was Mrs. Mott’s reaction to the proposed resolution on the fran- 
chise: “Thou will make us ridiculous. We must go slowly.” Only 
Frederick Douglass, the Negro abolitionist leader who published 
his paper, The North Star, in near-by Rochester, approved of Mrs. 
Stanton’s daring proposal; reassured by his promise that he would 
be present and take the floor in her support, she resolved to stick 
to her purpose. 


Launching a Movement 

July 19, 1848, was a fine summer morning, and despite the de- 
mands of the haying season, and the fact that only one issue of the 
Seneca Courier had carried the brief notice, Mrs. Mott's fears were 
not realized. People came from a radius of fifty miles to the little 
Wesleyan chapel, which the convention initiators found locked 
when they arrived. (Perhaps a reluctant minister had regretted his 
rash act in making his premises available for such an occasion.) 
But the delay was brief; a nephew of Mrs. Stanton’s was boosted 
through a window and the gathering crowd flocked inside. 

One of the women told, some sixty years later, of the impres- 
sion the proceedings made on a farmer’s daughter. Nineteen-year- 
old Charlotte Woodward, who longed to be a typesetter and work 
in a print shop, and who might as well have aspired to fly to the 
moon, read the Courier notice and ran from one neighbor to an- 
other, to find that others had already read it, some with amused in- 
credulity, others with the same excitement as herself. She and halt 
a dozen of her friends planned to attend the convention, and set 
off early in the morning of the 19th in a wagon drawn by farm 
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horses, fearful that they would be the only ladies present. But as 
they neared Seneca Falls they met many other vehicles like theirs, 
headed for the same destination. She sat for two days, late into the 
evening, in a back row, among an audience of some three hundred; 
no less than forty men had turned up the first day, originally 
planned for ladies only, and had compelled the women to modify 
this restriction. She heard Elizabeth Cady Stanton rise to make her 
maiden speech: 


I should feel exceedingly diffident to appear before you at this 
time, having never before spoken in public, were I not nerved by 
a sense of right and duty, did I not feel that the time had come for 
the question of woman’s wrongs to be laid before the public, did 
I not believe that woman herself must do this work; for woman 
alone can understand the height, the depth, the length and the 
breadth of her degradation. 


There followed a speech almost incredible for a novice: long, 
scholarly but eloquent, of the kind that was to become familiar to 
Mrs. Stanton’s audiences over the next fifty years. There were 
other speakers, and plenty of lively discussion, particularly over 
resolution nine, read by Mrs. Stanton: “Resolved, that it is the sa- 
cred duty of the women of this country to secure to themselves 
their sacred right to the elective franchise.” This was the only res- 
olution not passed unanimously; it carried by a small margin. At 
the conclusion of the proceedings, sixty-eight women and thirty- 
two men (a third of those present), signed their names to the Dec- 
laration of Principles. Among them was Charlotte Woodward who, 
alone of those present, lived to vote for President of the United 
States in 1920. [This was the first presidential election in which 
women were allowed to vote. ] 

In regarding the Seneca Falls convention as the birth of the 
movement for woman’s rights, we are on solid ground only if we 
remember that birth is a stage in the whole process of growth. In 
this case the process had begun almost half a century earlier. Such 
a view does not detract from the convention’s importance, or from 
the vision and courage of those who brought it about. They them- 
selves were fully aware of the nature of the step they were taking; 
today’s debt to them has been inadequately acknowledged. The 
Wesleyan chapel which saw their momentous gathering is marked 
only by a signpost on the sidewalk, and itself does service as a 
gas-filling station and garage. 
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Beginning in 1848 it was possible for women who rebelled 
against the circumstances of their lives, to know that they were not 
alone—although often the news reached them only through a vit- 
riolic sermon or an abusive newspaper editorial. But a movement 
had been launched which they could either join, or ignore. that 
would leave its imprint on the lives of their daughters and of 
women throughout the world. 


The First U.S. Woman's Rights Convention 
8 Convenes: July 19-20, 1848 
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The Rights of 
Women Must Be 
Acknowledged 


by Elizabeth Cady Stanton 


The 1840s and 1850s were decades of reform in the United States. 
Reformers took up a variety of social causes, from the abolition of 
slavery to the rights of workers. Those who sought social reform 
turned to the government for support and pointed out that the Con- 
stitution promoted general welfare. 

Woman’s rights activists, including Lucretia Mott and Elizabeth 
Cady Stanton, coordinated a convention in Seneca Falls, New York, 
on July 19 and 20, 1848, to promote their reform agenda, which 
centered on woman's rights. Several days before the convention, the 
women issued their “Declaration of Sentiments” in the Seneca 
County Courier. The document, modeled after the Declaration of 
Independence and written by Stanton, demanded acknowledgement 
of and respect for the rights of women. Sixty-eight women and 
thirty-two men signed the declaration, which lists eighteen griev- 
ances and emphasizes the equality of men and women. 


hen, in the course of human events, it becomes necessary 
for one portion of the family of man to assume among 
the people of the earth a position different from that 


which they have hitherto occupied, but one to which the laws of 
nature and of nature’s God entitle them, a decent respect to the 


Elizabeth Cady Stanton, The Declaration of Sentiments. Seneca Falls Conference, Seneca 
Falls, New York, 1848. 
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opinions of mankind requires that they should declare the causes 
that impel them to such a course. 


The Patient Sufferance of Women 


We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men and women are 
created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator with certain 
inalienable rights; that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness; that to secure these rights governments are instituted, 
deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed. When- 
ever any form of government becomes destructive of these ends, it 
is the right of those who suffer from it to refuse allegiance to it, and 
to insist upon the institution of a new government, laying its foun- 
dation on such principles, and organizing its powers in such form, 
as to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and happi- 
ness. Prudence, indeed, will dictate that governments long estab- 
lished should not be changed for light and transient causes; and ac- 
cordingly all experience hath shown that mankind are more 
disposed to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to right them- 
selves by abolishing the forms to which they are accustomed. But 
when a long train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably 
the same object, evinces a design to reduce them under absolute 
despotism, it is their duty to throw off such government, and to pro- 
vide new guards for their future security. Such has been the patient 
sufferance of the women under this government, and such is now 
the necessity which constrains them to demand the equal station to 
which they are entitled. The history of mankind is a history of re- 
peated injuries and usurpations on the part of man toward woman, 
having in direct object the establishment of an absolute tyranny 
over her. To prove this, let facts be submitted to a candid world. 

He has never permitted her to exercise her inalienable right to 
the elective franchise. 

He has compelled her to submit to laws, in the formation of 
which she had no voice. 

He has withheld from her rights which are given to the most ig- 
norant and degraded men—both natives and foreigners. . . . 

He has made her, if married, in the eye of the law, civilly dead. 

He has taken from her all right in property, even to the wages 
she earns. 

He has made her, morally, an irresponsible being, as she can 
commit many crimes with impunity, provided they be done in the 
presence of her husband. In the covenant of marriage, she is com- 
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pelled to promise obedience to her husband, he becoming, to all 
intents and purposes, her master—the law giving him power to de- 
prive her of her liberty, and to administer chastisement. 

He has so framed the laws of divorce, as to what shall be the 
proper causes, and in case of separation, to whom the guardian- 
ship of the children shall be given, as to be wholly regardles of the 
happiness of women—the law, in all cases, going upon a false sup- 
position of the supremacy of man, and giving all power into his 
hands. 

After depriving her of all rights as a married woman, if single, 
and the owner of property, he has taxed her to support a govern- 
ment which recognizes her only when her property can be made 
profitable to it. 

He has monopolized nearly all the profitable employments, and 
from those she is permitted to follow, she receives but a scanty re- 
muneration. He closes against her all the avenues to wealth and 
distinction which he considers most honorable to himself. As a 
teacher of theoloy, medicine, or law, she is not known. 

He has denied her the facilities for obtaining a thorough edu- 
cation, all colleges being closed against her. 

He allows her in church, as well as state, but a subordinate po- 
sition, claiming apostolic authority for her exclusion from the min- 
istry, and, with some exceptions, from any public participation in 
the affairs of the church. 

He has created a false public sentiment by giving to the world 
a different code of morals for men and women, by which moral 
delinquencies which exclude women from society, are not only 
tolerated, but deemed of little account in man. 

He has usurped the prerogative of Jehovah himself, claiming it 
as his right to assign for her a sphere of action, when that belongs 
to her conscience and to her God. 

He has endeavored, in every way that he could, to destroy her 
confidence in her own powers, to lessen her self-respect, and to 
make her willing to lead a dependent and abject life. 

Now, in view of this entire disfranchisement of one-half the 
people of this country, their social and religious degradation—in 
view of the unjust laws above mentioned, and because women do 
feel themselves aggrieved, oppressed, and fraudulently deprived 
of their most sacred rights, we insist that they have immediate ad- 
mission to all the rights and privileges which belong to them as 
citizens of the United States. 


The Great Exhibition of London: 
May 1-October 15, 1851 


The Exhibition 

of “Things” 
Influenced Culture 
and Advertising 
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by Thomas Richards 


From May | to October 15, 1851, an event billed as “The Great Ex- 
hibition of the Industry of All Nations” was featured in Hyde Park, 
London. The so-called Great Exhibition was designed to display, first 
and foremost, products representative of Great Britain’s industrial 
greatness. Though thirty-two other nations accepted the invitation to 
present “things,” almost half of the fourteen thousand exhibitors 
were British. This collection of manufactured items, the largest ever 
displayed under a single roof, was housed in an impressive glass 
structure called the Crystal Palace. Six million visitors poured 
through the Crystal Palace during the five months and fifteen days of 
the exhibition, which was by all accounts a sensational success. 

In this selection, Thomas Richards describes the Great Exhibition 
of 1851 as the first world’s fair, department store, and shopping 
mall. He considers the gathering of nations to be, possibly, the most 
influential representative body to congregate in the nineteenth cen- 
tury. It fostered a spirit of competition while instilling national pride 
in the range of manufactures. In addition, this presentation of com- 
modities at the Great Exhibition became a spectacle and a cultural 
focal point. 


Thomas Richards. The Commodity Culture of Victorian England: Advertising and Spectacle, 
1851 19/4. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 1990. Copyright © 1990 by the Board 
of Trustees of the Leland Stanford Junior University. Reproduced by permission of Stanford 
University Press, www.sup.org. 


103 


104 1840-1860 


Richards also points out the tremendous impact the 1851 Exhibi- 
tion had on advertising. Creating associations between material ob- 
jects and luxury or necessity was a boon to the advertising industry. 
In conclusion, the author notes that the Great Exhibition of 1851 is 
important both for helping to establish a commodity culture— 
which means that manufactured goods and their display had cultural 
significance—and for its transformation of advertising. 


Park, London. Billed as a peace conference, this congress 

brought together the representatives of thirty-two nations from 
Europe, America, Africa, and the Far East. The delegations were 
housed in a single structure built expressly for them. The building 
occupied fourteen acres on the north edge of the park, and it con- 
tained, not an army of diplomats and attachés, but an assembly of 
manufactured articles, the largest display of commodities that had 
ever been brought together under one roof. The United States sent 
McCormick’s reaper and prodigious quantities of ore; the French 
sent sculpture and artificial arms, hands, feet, legs, eyes; the Ger- 
mans sent musical instruments and stuffed frogs; the British con- 
tributed machines. These things—tens of thousands of them 
packed into fourteen thousand booths—were the featured attrac- 
tion at what was called “The Great Exhibition of the Industry of 
All Nations.” 


n 1851 a league of nations gathered for a congress in Hyde 


Commodities on Display 


AS vast as it was in execution, the Great Exhibition of 1851 had 
at its root a single conception: that all human life and cultural en- 
deavor could be fully represented by exhibiting manufactured ar- 
ticles. As a kind of surrogate Parliament, it was perhaps the most 
influential representative body of the nineteenth century. For not 
only did it erect a monument to the commodity that lasted eighty- 
five years, but it also prescribed the rituals by which consumers 
venerated the commodity for the rest of the century. It was the first 
world’s fair, the first department store, the first shopping mall. The 
Exhibition rooted the commodity in the sense of being near to the 
heart of things, of being caught up in the progress of people and 
institutions that dominated Victorian society. Until the Exhibition 
the commodity had not for a moment occupied center stage in En- 
glish public life; during and after the Exhibition the commodity 
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became and remained the still center of the turning earth, the fo- 
cal point of all gazing and the end point of all pilgrimages. The 
Great Exhibition of 1851 was the first outburst of the phantas- 
magoria of commodity culture. It inaugurated a way of seeing 
things that marked indelibly the cultural and commercial life of 
Victorian England and fashioned a mythology of consumerism 
that has endured to this day. 

First and foremost, this new way of seeing things was the prod- 
uct of a new kind of place in which things could be seen. After a 
long competition, the organizers of the Exhibition chose a design 
by Joseph Paxton, who had made a name for himself as a botanist 
and architect of greenhouses for the very rich. Paxton submitted 
a plan that called for a terraced pyramid of successively receding 
stories of glass and iron. The editors of Punch dubbed his three- 
tiered ziggurat the “Crystal Palace.’ The name stuck. and with 
good reason. Though the building was not crystal but plain glass, 
and though today it looks to us more like an overgrown green- 
house than a palace, it successfully embodied the contradictory 
desires and aspirations which people in the nineteenth century 
came more and more to attribute to manufactured things. At one 
and the same time the Crystal Palace was a museum and a mar- 
ket: it brought together a host of rare and exclusive things and 
promised, in a way that is very hard to pin down, that each and 
every one of them would one day be democratically available to 
anyone and everyone. The organizers of the Exhibition did not 
come right out and say how this would come about: rather it was 
the space of exhibition itself which seemed to assert that, like the 
feeding of the four thousand, an economic miracle was in the 
making. Under a single ceiling, surrounded by trees and flooded 
with light, commodities appeared to have come out of nowhere, 
radiant and ordered into departments that fixed the place of each 
article and gave it a caption and a numbered place in the catalogue. 
The Victorians never tired of admiring what the Great Exhibition 
did to the things they had produced: things had been exhibited be- 
fore, but in 1851 the exhibited commodity became, for the first 
time in history, the focal point of a commodity culture. 


Exhibition and Advertising 

The exhibition of things had always been what the advertising in- 
dustry thought it did best, but it had been exhibitionism of a lim- 
ited kind on a very small scale. In Thomas Carlyle’s Past and Pre- 
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sent (1843), practically all advertising takes place in the streets. 
Far from being carefully arranged in a clean, well-lighted space, 
Carlyle’s advertisements are part of the unplanned and unregu- 
lated contagion of London street life. They spill out onto the 
streets like untreated sewage as “that great Hat seven-feet high... 
now perambulates London streets.” The giant hat sponsored by a 
Strand hatter was only the latest addition to a crazy street scene 
catered to by the large and varied class of streetsellers investigated, 
by Henry Mayhew in London Labour and the London Poor 
(1849-54). In a few sentences Mayhew conjures up the pande- 
monium: “The men are standing in groups, smoking and talking; 
whilst the women run to and fro, some with the white round 
turnips showing out of their filled aprons, others with cabbages 
under their arms, and a piece of red-meat dangling from their 
hands... . Walnuts, blacking, apples, onions, braces, combs, 
turnips, herrings, pens, and corn-plaster, are all bellowed out at 
the same time.” For all we know he might be describing a market 
in a painting by Brueghel rather than the scene at Brill, one of over 
forty open-air markets left in mid-Victorian London. As Fernand 
Braudel has shown, the sight, smell, and feel of goods in bulk that 
permeated open-air markets all over Europe changed little from 
the sixteenth through the early nineteenth centuries. The same can 
be said for the practices of early Victorian advertisers, who are, 
despite all their clever little gimmicks, the lineal descendants of 
the Pardoner with his bottle of pig’s bones [the Pardoner is an un- 
trustworthy character from the fourteenth-century Canterbury 
Tales; Autolycus of Greek mythology was a master thief] and Au- 
tolycus with his bag of tricks. 

After the Great Exhibition of 1851 this traditional kind of ad- 
vertising became obsolete and increasingly untenable. In an 1863 
book called Advertise: How? When? Where? William Smith tried 
to explain what had happened to his business: “How to advertise? 
That question is very readily answered. Go to the nearest printer’s; 
order a quantity of handbills; let a man deliver them to all the 
passers-by; send to the daily and weekly papers: and the thing’s 
done. Is it? The thing was done thus in the good old jog-trot days 
of our ancestors, but we live in the nineteenth century—the age of 
wonders, of Scientific Balloon Ascents, Great Exhibitions, and 
Underground Railways. So far from the old proverb holding good, 
there is nothing under the sun that is not new.” Smith is truly a 
prophet of modern advertising. In the wake of the Great Exhibi- 
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tion, not only does he assert that advertisers ought to exploit these 
new technologies so as to monopolize all attention, he is aware 
that these technologies have permanently altered the conditions of 
advertising. Spectacle has become paramount. The commodities 
in the Crystal Palace are no longer the trivial things that Marx had 
once said they could be mistaken for; they are a sensual feast for 
the eye of the spectator, and they have taken on the ceremonial 
trappings of the dominant institutions and vested interests of mid- 
Victorian England. In his little book, which later went through 
twenty-three editions, Smith was one of the first in advertising to 
acknowledge the power of spectacle in organizing and channeling 
signification around and through manufactured objects. 

One particular moment of spectacle—the Great Exhibition of 
1851—helped to shape the way advertisers represented com- 
modities for the rest of the century and to define the most famil- 
iar imperatives of modern commodity culture. No single element 
of the Crystal Palace was new; the Victorian taste for luxury, os- 
tentation, and outward show had long been reflected on the stage 
as well as on the street and inside the home. What the Crystal 
Palace did was to synthesize and systematize these elements of 
spectacle by putting them all together under one roof in the ser- 
vice of manufactured objects. The Great Exhibition of Things 
made it possible to talk expressively and excessively about com- 
modities, and it opened up vast areas of social and institutional life 
that had previously been closed off to advertisers. In 1843 the Ed- 
inburgh Review had castigated advertisers for fabricating most of 
their product endorsements, and Carlyle had taken them to task 
for making “true proclamation if that will do; if that will not, then 
false proclamation.” Eight years later England was flooded with 
true proclamations affirming the value of things. Famous men like 
the Prince Consort were now praising commodities; the nations 
of the earth chose them as their representatives: professional and 
scientific organizations showed their prowess and charted their 
progress by displaying them. Every walk of life and every part of 
the human body now seemed to have some kind of commodity 
ministering to it. The title page of the one-volume Official Cata- 
logue may have insisted that “the earth is the Lord’s, and all that 
therein is,” but it would have been altogether more fitting and 
proper had the Exhibition taken Ecclesiastes 5:11] as its text: 
“Where much is, there are many to consume it; and what hath the 
owner but the sight of it with his eyes?”. . . 
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A New Culture of “Things” 

The Great Exhibition of 1851 represents a pivotal moment in the 
history of advertising, for the particular style it created for the 
commodity ultimately transformed the advertising industry and 
contributed to the formation of a new commodity culture in Vic- 
torian England. Many firms considered the Exhibition the best 
publicity they had ever had, and for years afterwards advertisers 
venerated the event without understanding exactly what it had 
done to their business. In Advertising: How? When? Where? 
William Smith saw clearly enough that “the Great Exhibition 
seemed to give an immense impetus to advertising,’ but he im- 
mediately qualified this by adding that “there has not been the im- 
provement in the various modes of appealing to public notice that 
we might have expected.” Smith goes on to complain about the 
flimsy paper, poor graphics, and bad grammar of most advertis- 
ing in the 1860’s. The advertising industry took a long time to re- 
alize that the Great Exhibition had created a new cultural form for 
the representation of commodities. Though at different times and 
under different circumstances the industry attempted to recover 
something of the charisma the Great Exhibition had temporarily 
conferred on commodities, it was not until the 1880’s that com- 
modities were again able to achieve a monopoly of signification 
in the public sphere. In part, the Great Exhibition had exalted com- 
modities because it had been an event designed expressly to exalt 
them. But if for a short period of time the Exhibition also brought 
about the apotheosis of the commodity, it was because it had man- 
aged to synthesize and refine a particular cultural form for the rep- 
resentation of manufactured things: spectacle. 

The Victorian taste for spectacle is well known and has been 
well documented. It consisted primarily of a rhetorical mode of 
amplification and excess that came to pervade and structure pub- 
lic and private life in the nineteenth century, and it originated in 
the legitimation crisis that followed in the wake of the French Rev- 
olution and the Napoleonic Wars. In the eighteenth century care- 
fully orchestrated displays of secular and sacred power had been 
the prerogative of ancien-régime monarchs. In the nineteenth cen- 
tury, most of the rituals that fixed a king firmly at the center of a 
long-standing hierarchical order had disappeared even in England, 
where the monarchy remained embodied in the moribund figures 
of George III and George IV. But the need for legitimating the new 
bourgeois order remained, and the class that came to dominate the 


Palk GREAT lesa N Ce IE) SN 109 


nineteenth century found it was better to update the old forms of 
spectacle than do away with them altogether or invent new ones. 
Since most societies, even societies undergoing revolutions, find 
it much easier to assert some kind of continuity with the past rather 
than to break cleanly from it, most forms of legitimation, even the 
ones empioyed by revolutionary leaders like Lenin and Mao [in 
the twentieth century, Lenin was a revolutionary leader in Russia, 
and Mao led a Chinese revolution] must at the very least conjure 
up the shade of the past in order to banish it forever into oblivion. 
Even in the extreme examples contained in books like [Aldous 
Huxley’s] Brave New World and [George Orwell's] 7984 where 
old ways have continued outside the pale of new social orders, so- 
cieties do not succeed in manufacturing a total break with the past, 
thus putting totally new wine in totally new bottles. What they 
have done, and what the bourgeoisie in nineteenth-century En- 
gland did with notable success, was to put new wine in old bottles. 
The high style of the eighteenth-century spectacle survived, but in 
a new and specialized context. In a variety of ways nineteenth- 
century consumers were witnessing the modulated transformation 
of the remnants of the high style into the basic tropes of a new 
commodity culture. 


The Great Exhibition of London: 
9 May 1-October 15, 1851 
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England and the 
English on Display 


by J.F. Shaw 


The world’s first international exhibition of consumer goods took 
place between May 1 and October 15, 1851, in London’s Hyde 
Park. An imposing and impressive glass structure called the Crystal 
Palace was designed for the event. The Great Exhibition, as the in- 
ternational goods display was called, influenced culture, advertis- 
ing, art and design education, trade relations, and tourism. It set a 
precedent for spectacular showcases of manufactured products from 
all over the world. 

The selection that follows represents a contemporary viewpoint 
on the eve of the Great Exhibition. The author, J.F. Shaw, wrote this 
piece for a religious periodical in 1851, exhorting the English to be- 
have piously because the eyes of the world will be on England’s 
people as well as its products. He also expresses awe at man’s abil- 
ity, endowed by God, to create impressive consumer goods and to 
build a structure as remarkable as the Crystal Palace. 


foreign eyes looking upon her closely as old England will now 

have. Eyes that have looked on the snows of Siberia, the 
forests of Norway, and the vineyards of Spain; on the minarets of 
Constantinople, and the domes of Rome, and the pyramids of 
Cairo; on the leisurely flow of the Ganges, the mighty roll of the 
Amazon, and the tremendous falls of the St. Lawrence; eyes that 
have watched the lion in tropical forests, and the whale in Polar 


T he world is growing old. Yet no country has ever had so many 


J.F. Shaw, The World’s Greatest Assembly. London: English Monthly Tract Society, 1851. 
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seas; that have seen the ant-like multitudes of China. and the drear 
solitudes of African sand; that have witnessed the cannibal festival 
in Polynesian Isles, and the slave mart on Ethiopian shores, and the 
carnival in the brilliant cities of Italy, and the gala in the polished 
capital of France; eyes familiar with every aspect of nature, and 
every type of religion, and every variety of barbarism, and every 
grace of civilization, and every stage of art. and every form of gov- 
ernment, will soon be busy here gazing upon England. 


England Itself Will Be the Exhibition 


The politician, eager to ascertain the secret of her stability; the 
merchant, athirst to find out the springs of her wealth; the patriot. 
instinct with the ambition of transplanting her freedom; the liber- 
tine, resolved to know if the reputed virtue of her homes ts only 
an adroiter mask; the Mussulman {Muslim], who never saw Chris- 
tianity before, but in its connexion with the worship of images; the 
Romanist [Roman Catholic], curious to discover the real aspect of 
Protestantism: presently, all these will have their eyes inquisitively 
fixed on England, and no doubt will scan and scrutinize the life- 
springs of her moral and national existence. The palace of glass 
will be much, the wonders it contains will be much; but be assured 
of one thing, that, whatever may be the case with out own coun- 
trymen, to all foreigners England and the English will be the great 
exhibition of 1851. 

Never was there a time, when such an assembly as that now 
gathering on our shore, would have brought with it such an intense 
curiosity respecting ourselves. Europe has just passed through a 
frightful series of convulsions, in the midst of which, England has 
stood erect in hale composure. The attention of all the inquiring 
men of the age has been fixed on that spectacle. The two great 
men, whom the first shock of the revolution most directly affected, 
have both come here, both observed us, both returned to the con- 
tinent, and published their judgment on the secret of our strength. 
[F.] Guizot, whom the revolution cast down, and [A.] Lamartine, 
whom it lifted up, have both told the world that England owes her 
pre-eminence, which all nations have envied, to her religion. This 
has not been lost on the active spirits, who, all over the continent, 
are pondering the great problem, how to make happy their father- 
lands. Many of them who never studied religion as a matter of per- 
sonal salvation, are now studying it as an engine of national im- 
provement. Many of them will look closely to all that indicates the 
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faith we feed upon, and the character which it imparts to us. We 
shall feel emulous as to the reputation of our artizans; but how lit- 
tle is our real honour involved in a specimen English machine, 
compared with what it is in a specimen English heart. And every 
foreigner that peers about our streets, will take each man, of whose 
character he happens to see any development, as a specimen of 
what we are. O that all those specimens were such as would either 
do us honour, or teach them wisdom! But, alas! What scenes will 
they witness! Our streets by night, our lanes by day, our gin- 
palaces by night and by day, what testimonies will these utter? 
Alas! alas! that amid privileges so distinguished, we should have 
drunkenness reeling before our eyes, and prostitution walking 
gaily! Then all the worst is sure to be seen. It is the character of 
vice in English cities, that it is disgustingly conspicuous. A 
stranger might wander through the streets of Paris for a week, and 
imagine that he was in a city remarkably correct and blameless. 
Here our public-houses glare with light; our theatres are opened 
frequently by the immodest; and the nightly disorder of our streets 
is undisguised. Thus, the scenes calculated to diminish the moral 
influence of England, will be universally exhibited. On the other 
hand, few, very few comparatively, will have any means of look- 
ing into families, or of watching, in private life, the operation of 
christian principles. The scenes calculated to win moral influence 
for England will be exhibited to few. All who desire to see Europe 
in repose, and Africa in progress, and Asia in renovation, and 
America free from the slave stain in the north, and from supersti- 
tion in the south; all who desire to see christian truth and christ- 
ian happiness spread throughout the world, must feel that to these 
ends there is not, at this moment, one single element more im- 
portant under God, than that the moral influence of England be 
conserved and augmented. To strengthen our moral influence, is 
to invigorate every labourer in God’s good cause throughout the 
world; and to impair it, is to enfeeble them all. Englishmen! you 
have now a great test, and a great opportunity. You will be weighed 
in the balance of the nations. 

Ye that feel the importance of the crisis, be busy with those who 
do not. Tell the shop-keeper, he must think on our national name, 
in dealing with our guests. Tell all classes, how reeling intemper- 
ance will brand us with the disgrace of inconsistency, before the 
Romanist of southern Europe, or the Mussulman of the Levant. 
Teach many, to cry shame on all who would stain the fair fame of 
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England, in the eye of the stranger. Infuse into the common people 
a desire to wear gentle manners, and to show rather the courtesy 
of hosts, than the liberty of scrutineers. Despair not of effecting 
anything. Purpose a work for the glory of God, for the honour of 
religion, for the good of mankind; and then, in the Lord’s good 
strength, go forth and do it. You will not wholly fail. You may ef- 
fect wonders. You shall not work in vain. 


Impressing the Stranger 


In one great feature of our national life we may hope especially to 
impress the stranger. It is something for men to see the eager haste 
of English commerce reined in, and standing mute before the or- 
dinance of God’s holy day. It is something for them to see our 
streets that yesterday teemed with traders, to-day, at one moment 
hushed and lonely; at another thronged again, but with worship- 
pers now. It is a sight to tell the man who never saw the like, that, 
There is a God in England. O may that sight move many a heart 
to remember the Redeemer’s cross and shame, and to seek his rest 
in heaven! But oh! how hatefully do the drinking crowds in the 
gin-palaces contrast with the assemblies of christian worshippers. 
And how pitifully do the low markets, in the bye-places, deform 
the beauty of God’s holy day! Remember that your Sabbath is one 
of the most powerful—ay, perhaps the most powerful—of all the 
means to be employed, for acquiring moral influence among our 
visitors. Remember, too, that during their stay, the sanctity of the 
sabbath will run special risks. And oh! by every sacred motive, 
urge your neighbours to respect the Lord’s day, and call on God 
to avert, by his own silent ways of working, desecrations and of- 
fences.. 

Here, also, we see men, in great numbers, with tokens at once 
of Europe and of other realms. They are children of European 
blood, but of Columbian soil. Sons of the Spaniard, the Por- 
tuguese, the Frenchman, and the Anglo-Saxon. But amongst all 
the vast territories which they divide between them in the new 
world, those alone that belong to the latter, witness the safety, the 
light, the order, the progress, and the repose which denote a pros- 
perous State. How strange that, though wise men try to build up a 
stable policy, on a religion that shuts out God's free word, yet, be 
it with the absolutism of Italy, or the constitutionalism of Spain, 
or the republicanism of South America, such nations do not find 
tranquillity and strength. 
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But why all this concourse? Why have men left homes so dis- 
tant and sacrificed their ordinary avocations, and incurred heavy 
expenses? Why! the man would have little soul indeed, who would 
not desire to see such a sight as England now presents. When the 
art of the north and the south, of the west and the east, are to be 
displayed, who would not be there to gaze and to admire. It is nat- 
ural, highly natural. And surely one is gladdened to see how all 
earth’s contents are made beautiful or useful by skill. That majes- 
tic palace of iron and glass! Awhile ago, its pillars were coarse 
rude particles, clodded together in some deep recess of the earth, 
and its transparent plates were sandy masses, without beauty or 
coherence. How a little fire and a little art have changed them! 
And these vile bodies that we bear—they, too, may be wonder- 
fully ennobled; and that dust of the dead, around us, what form of 
more than crystal purity may it not put on, after the great fire that 
is coming has done its work of renovation. And see how the sand, 
the clay, the stone—so dull, so cold, by nature—have been trans- 
formed into ornaments, that make man’s home brilliant, or to uses 
that make his purpose easy. And the dull metals make sweet mu- 
sic, and the tame wood assumes a hundred admirable positions of 
service; and the cold of the poles, nurses luxurious furs; and the 
heat of the equator, fosters delicate silk and versatile cotton; and 
the elephant sends his ivory; and bird, and fish, and air, and sea, 
are all ministering to our abundance; and water and fire, yoked to 
our cars, bear us over the earth, fleet as the wind; and inert metal, 
marches side by side with Time, echoing in audible tone, its every 
footfall, and trumpeting the end of every stage. Oh, ‘tis indeed 
wonderful, how God gives man skill to make an inheritance of all 
things—see the mightiest beasts his docile servants; the most stub- 
born metals his instrument or his ornament; the winds driving his 
treasures from the farthest lands; the lightning running his errands; 
the sea-sand bringing hidden stars up out of the depth to meet his 
eye; and the poison-plant his medicine. It makes one’s heart throb, 
to see how divine goodness thus endows our human family. But 
oh! to think of that future state, coming so close upon us, when 
the sons of God shall indeed “inherit all things”, their Father’s 
wisdom and power, calling every element of a new heaven and a 
new earth, to uncover all its capacity for enriching their pleasures 
or adorning their homes! Oh! that I may be one of those who share 
that inheritance; for surely it is pitiful to stand in a world so well 
replenished as this, and seeing all its abundance, shiver and say, 
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“and I perish of hunger;” but how much more pitiful to open the 
eye, and behold, far off, the wealth and the joy of the better coun- 
try, and yet be impoverished for ever, 

Alas! beholding heaven, but feeling hell! 


In Awe of the Palace 


And as you pass from trophy to trophy, and from wonder to won- 
der, do you not feel that you would like to see the man that invented 
this astonishing machine, or executed that wonderful piece of art? 
It is natural, when you witness an exquisite work, to desire an ac- 
quaintance with its author. Wonderful minds, wonderful hands, that 
planned and wrought these things! Yes, very wonderful. And who 
planned and made these minds and these hands? If the works of 
these minds and hands are worth studying, what of the Author of 
these minds and hands—of the One from whose sole will all this 
wisdom, and beauty, and power, and order have sprung? Oh! 
Source of all mind, and skill, and glory, let me know thee! Shut me 
not out from thy fellowship here, nor deny me hereafter the sight 
that exceeds all sights—the sight, O matchless God, of thee! 

That marvel palace! how splendidly it rose! how wealthily it is 
stored! how vast and how diversified the throngs that surge around 
it! And yet, but yesterday that peerless structure was not: and a 
few short years ago, you might have called throughout all the uni- 
verse, and of those thoughtful men, those lively women, those 
sportive children, not one was there to answer. They, too, were not. 
They have come forth from the hidden depths of the Creator’s 
hand. Yet a little while, and again they will not be. Then, yet a lit- 
tle while, and once more they will come forth, and the nations they 
belong to, and the fathers that went before them, and the children 
that shall come after; forth they will stand, multitude on multitude, 
an array awful exceedingly. And a great white throne, and a King 
of glory, and ten thousand angels of God, and tromps, and thun- 
ders, and dissolving worlds, will make that sight to overpass all 
the thoughts which rise within us at the expectation of it. And I 
shall be there to see! Nay, rather to feel; for the interests at stake 
then, will make me not a spectator, but one involved in the deeds 
of the day. O God! Three—one, Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. pre- 
pare me for that day, and make it a joyful day to me! 


Harriet Beecher Stowe’s Uncle Tom’s 
1 0 Cabin Is Published: March 20, 1852 
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The Influence of 
Stowe’s Novel Is 
Disputable 


by Michael Hanne 


In the 1850s, the United States was polarized over the slavery issue. 
Whether slavery should be permitted or abolished in new and exist- 
ing states was a controversial political issue in the years leading up 
to the Civil War (1861-1865). Antislavery reformers and proslavery 
advocates alike gave zealous expression to their respective views. 
One of the most passionate and most famous abolitionist works was 
Harriet Beecher Stowe’s novel Uncle Tom's Cabin, or, Life Among 
the Lowly. 

Stowe’s novel, which condemned the institution of slavery but 
not the slaveholder, appeared serially in magazine form for eleven 
months beginning in 1851. Abolitionist John P. Jewett published the 
novel in book form on March 20, 1852, and over fifty thousand 
copies were sold in the first two months alone. Three hundred thou- 
sand copies were sold the first year and | million by the end of the 
decade. Stage adaptations of the book remained popular for many 
years. Overall, the novel was well received by abolitionists and fre- 
quently denounced by southerners. 

In addition to denouncing slavery, Stowe’s novel presented a 
sympathetic portrayal of the slave as a human being. Emphasizing 
the humanity of the central characters served to underscore the cru- 
elty of the slavery system. Although it is difficult to quantify the in- 
fluence Uncle Tom's Cabin had on the antislavery movement, it is 
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true that the popular novel is one of several events in the 1850s to 
arouse passionate opinion. 

Michael Hanne, in the selection that follows, examines the histor- 
ical significance of Uncle Tom’s Cabin. He revisits the 1862 meet- 
ing between Harriet Beecher Stowe and President Abraham Lincoln 
and contrasts Stowe’s emphasis on abolition with Lincoln’s focus 
on preserving the Union above all else. Hanne also considers the 
public reaction to and commentary on Stowe’s novel both in the 
years following its publication and in the twentieth century. 

Michael Hanne is professor of comparative literature at Auckland 
University in New Zealand. In addition to The Power of the Story: 
Fiction and Political Change, he has edited a book on travel writ- 
ings and has written articles on French and Italian literature. 


hen biographers and literary critics quote Abraham Lin- 
coln’s greeting to Harriet Beecher Stowe, “So this is the 
little lady who made this big war,” they almost always in- 
terpret it as either a wholly serious or a wholly frivolous comment. 
In either case they miss the point that the greeting was a tactical 
shot fired by Lincoln in the context of an ongoing struggle between 
himself and the advocates of the immediate abolition of slavery. 


Stowe Meets President Lincoln 


The meeting at which Lincoln is recorded as having spoken these, 
or similar, words to Stowe occurred in November 1862, just over 
eighteen months into the Civil War. It was the only occasion on 
which they ever met. Stowe had thought war unlikely even as late 
as 1860, but when it did come she welcomed it as a holy crusade 
against the institution of slavery. In an article of April 1861 in The 
Independent, she wrote: “It is one part of the last struggle for lib- 
erty—the American share of the great overturning which shall pre- 
cede the coming of Him whose right it is—who shall save the 
poor and needy, and precious shall their blood be in his sight.” Her 
explicitly religious, millenarian conception of American history 
was distinctly at odds with LincolIn’s more secular, pragmatic 
sense of his historic mission. While he had, since the early 1850s, 
vigorously opposed the extension of slavery into states in which 
it was not already established, he had also written, as late as Au- 
gust 1862: “My paramount object in this struggle fy to save the 
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Union, and is not either to save or destroy slavery. If I could save 
the Union without freeing any slave, I would do it; and if I could 
save it by freeing all the slaves, I would do it; and if I could do it 
by freeing some and leaving others alone, I would also do that.” 
Nevertheless, only a month later, in September much less ambig- 
uous testimony to the novel’s political importance came from 
many anti-slavery contemporaries of Stowe. Charles Sumner, the 
abolitionist Massachusetts senator, declared that, without Uncle 
Tom’s Cabin, there would have been no Lincoln in the White 
House. Another abolitionist commentator wrote in 1872 that the 
novel had been the chief force in developing support for the Re- 
publican Party in the 1850s. Frederick Douglass, the black anti- 
slavery campaigner, stated after the Civil War that Stowe’s novel 
had been “a flash to light a million camp fires in front of the em- 
battled hosts of slavery” (though he also suggested that her role as 
an activist had been less significant than that of a dozen other 
women abolitionists). A number of northern historians later in the 
century argued that the novel had been the most important source 
of opposition in the North to slavery. James Ford Rhodes was in- 
terestingly specific about the mechanisms by which it might have 
contributed to the building of support for the Republican Party: 


The great influence of Mrs Stowe’s book was shown in bringing 
home to the hearts of the people the conviction that slavery is an 
injustice; and, indeed, the impression it made upon bearded men 
was not so powerful as its appeal to women and boys. The 
mother’s opinion was a potent educator in politics between 1852 
and 1860, and boys in their teens in the one year were voters in the 
other. It is often remarked that previous to the war the Republican 
Party attracted the great majority of the schoolboys, and that the 
first voters were an important factor in its final success. 


Of course all these commentators shared an interest in stress- 
ing, as Stowe herself did, the moral, crusading basis of the war. 
But Southerners, too, and that group of later historians from both 
North and South who have taken the view that the abolitionists 
whipped up public opinion in the North toward an unnecessary 
war, have credited Harriet Beecher Stowe with immense influ- 
ence—but in order to blame her rather than to pay her tribute. Av- 
ery O. Craven, for instance, writing in the early 1940s, stated: 
“When argument and appeal to reason failed, the abolitionists tried 
entertainment and appeal to emotion. Uncle Tom’s Cabin . . . be- 
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came a best seller in the most complete sense. Only the Bible ex- 
ceeded it in numbers sold and in the thoroughness with which it 
was read in England and America.” (It is unanimously accepted 
that Uncle Tom’s Cabin reached a massive white readership, in 
every social class, even including people who otherwise read very 
little, and that some of the most unlikely readers admitted to be- 
ing moved by it. In ten months between 1852 and 1853, it sold an 
astonishing 300,000 copies in the United States alone, and, within 
a year, two-and-a-half million copies around the world. As Eliza- 
beth Ammons has recently expressed 1862, he had decided that, 
to relieve pressure from the abolitionists within his Republican 
Party (and to preempt foreign intervention in the war). it would be 
expedient to issue the Emancipation Proclamation. 

In November 1862, Harriet Beecher Stowe, the most famous 
woman in America following the publication of Uncle Tom's 
Cabin in book form ten years before, was preparing an article on 
the war for a British women’s magazine. She wanted to argue that 
the whole purpose of the war, as far as the North was concerned, 
was to free the slaves and that Britain should therefore, on moral 
grounds, support the Union. But it was still not clear how seriously 
the Proclamation was to be taken. So she went to Washington in 
November, “to satisfy myself that I may refer to the Emancipation 
Proclamation as a reality and a substance not to fizzle out at the 
little end of the horn as I should be sorry to call the attention of 
my sisters in Europe to any such impotent conclusion . . . I mean 
to have a talk with “Father Abraham’ himself among others.” The 
President would have known very well that Harriet Beecher Stowe 
was going to press him on the seriousness of his intentions con- 
cerning emancipation, as every other abolitionist at that period did. 

Lincoln’s greeting to Stowe was not, then, an affirmation that 
abolitionism in general, let alone Harriet Beecher Stowe in par- 
ticular, had been primarily responsible for bringing about the Civil 
War. It was a provocative quip, and by making it Lincoln ac- 
knowledged the extraordinary manner in which, over the preced- 
ing ten years, the question of the political and economic interests 
of the Union, with which Lincoln was preoccupied, had become 
intertwined with the moral and religious issues relating to slavery. 
which the abolitionists had been pressing for so long. It was a re- 
Juctant admission that the Union cause could not do without the 
abolitionists, yet, at the same time, a polite reminder that the abo- 
litionists would never have brought the nation to the threshold of 
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emancipation without the political, economic, and military prag- 
matism of the Republican Party. The meeting between Lincoln 
and Stowe epitomized the curious blend, not only of different hu- 
man motives, but of contrasting emplotments of historical narra- 
tive embraced by the different parties in the North who were com- 
mitted to the war.... 


Praise and Criticism 


If Lincoln’s words to Stowe constituted only a limited and grudg- 
ing acknowledgement of the role played by Uncle Tom’s Cabin in 
preparing public opinion for a war between North and South, in 
part over slavery, it, “her novel riveted the nation . . . kept the print- 
ing presses running night and day, making grown men weep and 
preachers rail.” 


Modern Interpretations of the Novel’s 
Significance 

In [the twentieth] century, there has been a tendency to downplay, 
in one way or another, the causal link between Uncle Tom’s Cabin 
and the war and emancipation. This has resulted partly from a sen- 
sible trend towards acknowledging the multiplicity of factors 
which contributed to the Civil War, with the issue of slavery be- 
ing viewed as only one element in the clash between an agrarian 
culture in the South and a rapidly modernizing, industrial culture 
in the North, a conflict which as a consequence of institutional de- 
ficiencies and the personal failings of the political leaders of the 
time was not resolved before war became inevitable. But the be- 
littling of the influence of Uncle Tom's Cabin also reflects ongo- 
ing struggles in the United States over race, gender, and the social 
function of literature. 

Mainstream critics, mostly white, male, and formed in the tra- 
dition of the New Criticism, have generally written in a dismis- 
sively patronizing way of Stowe’s work. This is partly due to their 
insistence on detaching literature from the hurly-burly of political 
life, raising it to a distinct, no doubt higher, realm of its own. An 
article in a major history of American literature is typical in as- 
serting that “in spite of the enormous vogue of Mrs Stowe’s novel, 
it is doubtful if a book ever had much power to change the course 
of events.” But it is also part of a very successful attempt, until 
quite recently, to marginalize and trivialize the whole tradition of 
sentimental novels by women to which Uncle Tom's Cabin be- 
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longs. The same article concludes with the astonishing comment 
that “obviously Harriet Beecher Stowe was neither a great per- 
sonality nor a great artist.” 

Recent criticism of Uncle Tom’s Cabin by African-American 
and feminist commentators has not so much denied its contribu- 
tion to the coming of war and emancipation as cut across that 
claim with other sorts of claims. African-American writers have 
emphasized the reactionary, racist features of the novel: the de- 
structive, limiting stereotypes of black passivity (in the case of Un- 
cle Tom) and foolish clowning (of Sam and Andy on the Shelby 
estate, Topsy in the St. Clare household, and other minor slave 
characters) which it has offered black and white readers in the cen- 
tury and more since the Civil War. As Richard Yarborough has ex- 
pressed it, “although Stowe unquestionably sympathized with the 
Slaves, her commitment to challenging the claim of black inferi- 
ority was frequently undermined by her own endorsement of racial 
stereotypes.” They have also lamented Stowe’s enthusiastic reit- 
eration of the colonizationist argument: that blacks, once freed, 
would prefer to leave the United States, because they did not feel 
it was their country, for a nation of their own in Africa, especially 
Liberia: “Heavenly salvation might indeed be possible for blacks 
but a truly just interracial society was inconceivable.” James Bald- 
win’s devastating attack on Uncle Tom's Cabin, in an essay en- 
titled “Everybody’s Protest Novel,” implies that, even if it did con- 
tribute to emancipation, it would have been better, in the long term 
for blacks, if this “very bad novel” had never been written. While 
there is very little doubt that, for almost a century after the Civil 
War, the existence of Uncle Tom's Cabin (and especially the nu- 
merous crudely reactionary stage adaptations of the novel) served 
almost entirely the forces obstructing black aspirations, this does 
not affect the seriousness of claims for its contribution to eman- 
cipation and the war. 


Harriet Beecher Stowe’s Uncle Tom’s 
| 0 Cabin Is Published: March 20, 1852 
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Slavery 
Dehumanizes 
the Slave 


by Harriet Beecher Stowe 


The antislavery novel Uncle Tom’s Cabin, or, Life Among the Lowly 
by Harriet Beecher Stowe was an immediate best seller upon its 
publication in March 1852. Stowe was inspired in part by the Fugi- 
tive Slave Law of 1850. This law permitted slave owners to recap- 
ture and punish escaped slaves, even if the escapees had reached a 
free state. Stowe, who had previously shown little concern with the 
antislavery movement, decided to write a novel that condemned the 
institution of slavery. 

There are two story lines in the novel. Mr. Shelby, a Kentucky 
plantation owner, plans to settle a debt by selling two of his slaves. 
One is Uncle Tom, who is intelligent, pious, and respected. The 
other is a young boy, but the boy’s mother (Eliza) and her husband 
(George Harris) escape with the boy to the North. The novel then 
traces the paths of each of these characters, and along the way the 
slave’s humanity—a topic often overlooked by other writers— 
emerges. 

The following excerpt from Uncle Tom’s Cabin reveals the 
novel’s emotional tone. Miss Ophelia, cousin to deceased slave 
owner Augustine St. Clare, tries to persuade Marie (St. Clare’s 
widow) to free Tom. Tom’s freedom was among the last wishes of 
St. Clare, but Marie refuses to acquiesce and chooses to sell him in- 
stead. Next, the novel introduces the reader to the slave warehouse 
where Tom is to be sold. Stowe beckons the reader to consider the 
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nature of a market that sells human beings, and describes the noisy 
atmosphere there that is intended to distract the slaves from reflect- 
ing upon their lot. 


Miss Ophelia. “Augustine promised Tom his liberty, and 
began the legal forms necessary to it. I hope you will use 
your influence to have it perfected.” 

“Indeed, I shall do no such thing!” said Marie, sharply. 

Marie had her face covered with her handkerchief at this ap- 
peal, and began sobbing and using her smelling-bottle. with great 
vehemence. 

“Everybody goes against me!” she said. “Everybody is so in- 
considerate! I shouldn’t have expected that vou would bring up all 
these remembrances of my troubles to me,—it’s so inconsiderate! 
But nobody ever does consider,—my trials are so peculiar! It’s so 
hard, that when J had only one daughter, she should have been 
taken!—and when I had a husband that just exactly suited me.— 
and I’m so hard to be suited!—he should be taken! And you seem 
to have so little feeling for me, and keep bringing it up to me so 
carelessly,—when you know how it overcomes me! I suppose you 
mean well; but it is very inconsiderate,—very!” And Marie 
sobbed, and gasped for breath, and called Mammy to open the 
window, and to bring her the camphor-bottle, and to bathe her 
head, and unhook her dress. And, in the general confusion that en- 
sued, Miss Ophelia made her escape to her apartment. 

She saw, at once, that it would do no good to say anything 
more; for Marie had an indefinite capacity for hysteric fits; and, 
after this, whenever her husband’s or Eva’s wishes with regard to 
the servants were alluded to, she always found it convenient to set 
one in operation. Miss Ophelia, therefore, did the next best thing 
she could for Tom,—she wrote a letter to Mrs. Shelby for him, 
stating his troubles, and urging them to send to his relief. 


bb T here’s one thing I wanted to speak with you about.” said 


Marched to the Slave-Warehouse 
The next day, Tom and Adolph, and some half a dozen other ser- 
vants, were marched down to a slave-warehouse, to await the 
convenience of the trader, who was going to make up a lot for 
auction. ... 

“Tom is one of the most valuable servants on the place.—it 
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couldn’t be afforded, any way. Besides, what does he want of lib- 
erty? He’s a great deal better off as he is.” 

“But he does desire it, very earnestly, and his master promised 
it,’ said Miss Ophelia. 

“I dare say he does want it,” said Marie; “they all want it, just 
because they are a discontented set,—always wanting what they 
haven’t got. Now, I’m principled against emancipating, in any 
case. Keep a negro under the care of a master, and he does well 
enough, and is respectable; but set them free, and they get lazy, 
and won’t work, and take to drinking, and go all down to be mean, 
worthless fellows. I’ve seen it tried, hundreds of times. It’s no fa- 
vor to set them free.” 

“But Tom is so steady, industrious, and pious.” 

“O, you needn’t tell me! I’ve seen a hundred like him. He’ll do 
very well, as long as he’s taken care of,—that’s all.” 

“But, then, consider,’ said Miss Ophelia, “when you set him up 
for sale, the chances of his getting a bad master.” 

“QO, that’s all humbug!” said Marie; “it isn’t one time in a hun- 
dred that a good fellow gets a bad master; most masters are good, 
for all the talk that is made. I’ve lived and grown up here, in the 
South, and I never yet was acquainted with a master that didn’t 
treat his servants well,—quite as well as is worth while. I don’t 
feel any fears on that head.” 

“Well,” said Miss Ophelia, energetically, “I know it was one of 
the last wishes of your husband that Tom should have his liberty; 
it was one of the promises that he made to dear little Eva [Marie 
and Augustine St. Clare’s daughter] on her death-bed, and I should 
not think you would feel at liberty to disregard it.” 

A SLAVE warehouse! Perhaps some of my readers conjure up 
horrible visions of such a place. They fancy some foul, obscure 
den, some horrible Tartarus “informis, ingens, cui lumen ademp- 
tum.” But no, innocent friend; in these days men have learned the 
art of sinning expertly and genteelly, so as not to shock the eyes 
and senses of respectable society. Human property is high in the 
market and is, therefore, well fed, well cleaned, tended, and 
looked after, that it may come to sale sleek, and strong, and shin- 
ing. A slave-warehouse in New Orleans is a house externally not 
much unlike many others, kept with neatness; and where every 
day you may see arranged, under a sort of shed along the outside, 
rows of men and women, who stand there as a sign of the prop- 
erty sold within. 
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Then you shall be courteously entreated to call and examine, and 
shall find an abundance of husbands, wives, brothers, sisters, fa- 
thers, mothers, and young children, to be “sold separately. or in lots 
to suit the convenience of the purchaser;” and that soul immortal, 
once bought with blood and anguish by the Son of God. when the 
earth shook, and the rocks rent, and the graves were opened. can 
be sold, leased, mortgaged, exchanged for groceries or dry goods. 
to suit the phases of trade, or the fancy of the purchaser. 


Noisy Mirth to Drown Reflection 

It was a day or two after the conversation between Marie and Miss 
Ophelia, that Tom, Adolph, and about half a dozen others of the 
St. Clare estate, were turned over to the loving kindness of Mr. 
Skeggs, the keeper of a depot on— street, to await the auc- 
tion, next day. 

Tom had with him quite a sizable trunk full of clothing, as had 
most others of them. They were ushered, for the night, into a long 
room, where many other men, of all ages, sizes, and shades of 
complexion, were assembled, and from which roars of laughter 
and unthinking merriment were proceeding. “Ah, ha! that’s right. 
Go it, boys,—go it!” said Mr. Skeggs, the keeper. “My people are 
always so merry! Sambo, I see!” he said, speaking approvingly to 
a burly negro who was performing tricks of low buffoonery, which 
occasioned the shouts which Tom had heard. 

As might be imagined, Tom was in no humor to join these pro- 
ceedings; and, therefore, setting his trunk as far as possible from 
the noisy group, he sat down on it, and leaned his face against the 
wall. 

The dealers in the human article make scrupulous and system- 
atic efforts to promote noisy mirth among them, as a means of 
drowning reflection, and rendering them insensible to their con- 
dition. The whole object of the training to which the negro is put. 
from the time he is sold in the northern market till he arrives south, 
is systematically directed towards making him callous, unthink- 
ing, and brutal. The slave-dealer collects his gang in Virginia or 
Kentucky, and drives them to some convenient, healthy place.— 
often a watering place.—to be fattened. Here they are fed full 
daily: and, because some incline to pine, a fiddle is kept com- 
monly going among them, and they are made to dance daily: and 
he who refuses to be merry —in whose soul thoughts of wile, or 
child, or home, are too strong for him to be gay—ts marked as 
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sullen and dangerous, and subjected to all the evils which the ill 
will of an utterly irresponsible and hardened man can inflict upon 
him. Briskness, alertness, and cheerfulness of appearance, espe- 
cially before observers, are constantly enforced upon them, both 
by the hope of thereby getting a good master, and the fear of all 
that the driver may bring upon them, if they prove unsalable. 


Commodore Perry “Opens” Japan: 
July 14, 1853 
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The United States 
Reaches Across 
the Pacific 


by Charles E. Neu 


By the mid-nineteenth century, the westward expansion of the 
United States was in full force, and this push west piqued Ameri- 
cans’ curiosity in East Asia. The possibilities of a connection with 
Japan, which over the course of several centuries had cultivated a 
self-imposed isolation from diplomatic relations and world aftairs, 
appealed to the American government. In 1852, Commodore 
Matthew Perry embarked on a government-sanctioned expedition to 
“open” Japan; that is, his aim was to establish formal U.S.-Japanese 
relations. He carried with him a letter from President Millard Fill- 
more that, it was hoped, would facilitate diplomacy. 

Fillmore’s letter addressed several issues of diplomatic signifi- 
cance to the United States, including requests for a way station in 
the Japanese islands, for trading privileges in Japanese ports, and 
for protection of American whalers working in the northern Pacific 
Ocean. 

The initial response of the Japanese to the Perry expedition was 
disdain and diffidence. Eventually, though, Perry was invited to set 
foot on land. On July 14, 1853, two Japanese officials ceremoni- 
ously accepted Fillmore’s letter, marking the start of a diplomatic 
relationship between the two countries. 

The following selection by Charles E. Neu explains both the ori- 
gins of the impetus toward U.S.-Japan relations, the prevailing opin- 
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ions about East Asia, and the effects of Perry’s mission. Neu de- 
scribes Perry’s own attitude toward the expedition and his reception 
upon his return to the United States. 

Charles E. Neu is professor emeritus of American history at 
Brown University. He is the author of numerous books and special- 
izes in the study of U.S. relations with East Asia. 


of the 1840s, a decade that brought a culmination of ex- 

pansionist fervor. It was a decade of confidence and ambi- 
tion, full of frantic activity and of the exuberance of a people on 
the move, fascinated by what [poet] Walt Whitman described as 
the “enormous untravelled plains and forests” of the West. Imag- 
inations soared as men contemplated the glorious destiny of their 
nation. America now stood, so it seemed to men at the time, at the 
center of Western civilization, on the cutting edge of progress. 
Commerce thrived, geographical barriers vanished, and the vision 
of a republic stretching from the Atlantic to the Pacific became 
commonplace. Often, however, it was a troubled vision, for many 
in the North already believed, as Senator William H. Seward pro- 
claimed, that slavery was “incompatible with all . . . the elements 
of the security, welfare, and greatness of nations.” The bitter con- 
tention surrounding the Mexican War revealed the depth of these 
feelings and the way in which they could become entangled with 
aspects of continental expansion. Nevertheless, the nation moved 
west and, by the end of the decade, gazed across the Pacific. .. . 


ji eightened interest in Japan took place against the backdrop 


An Expansionist Mood 


By the late 1840s a shift had begun to occur in American percep- 
tions of the outside world. The United States had achieved a large 
trade in the Atlantic, and now East Asia beckoned more strongly 
than ever before [American author] Herman Melville caught the 
popular curiosity when he wrote of “unknown Archipelagoes and 
impenetrable Japans.” To some missionaries, naval officers, and 
adventurers, East Asia seemed more challenging than areas in 
which the American presence was older and better established. 
Japan in particular seemed a mysterious archipelago, a land of 
paradox. Filled with an intelligent and frugal people, it was gov- 
erned by a cruel despotism, one that practiced barbarism, duplic- 
ity, and treachery. This image of Japan aroused the intense curios- 
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ity of some Americans. Moreover, the acquisition of new Pacific 
Coast possessions, the development of isthmian routes, and the talk 
of a transcontinental railway exalted expansionists who had for 
decades dreamed of making the American West the passage to In- 
dia. Senator Thomas Hart Benton believed that “the European mer- 
chant, as well as the American, will fly across our continent on a 
straight line to China,” while Secretary of the Treasury Robert J. 
Walker claimed that “Asia has suddenly become our neighbor with 
a placid, intervening ocean inviting our steamships upon the track 
of a commerce greater than that of all Europe combined.” 

By the middle of the nineteenth century, then, changes in the 
expansionist mood gave a new impetus to a Japan expedition. 
While many Americans felt that duty compelled the United States 
to open Japan to the commerce and civilization of the West. more 
specific interests also urged an American expedition. Naval offi- 
cers hoped to win prestige for themselves and their natien; the 
American whaling industry wanted ports of refuge and protection 
for shipwrecked seamen; some commercial interests, impressed 
by the growth of the China trade in the 1840s, dwelled on the 
commercial possibilities of Japan; and those determined to estab- 
lish a Pacific steamship line to China believed that Japan, with its 
allegedly rich coal deposits, would be an essential stopping point. 
In Congress, too, agitation grew. Although only a handful of men 
actively pushed for it, many felt, as the Democratic Review put it. 
that “the opening of commerce with Japan is demanded by rea- 
son, civilization. progress and religion.” It was no surprise when, 
in early 1851, President Millard Fillmore decided to send a naval 
force to Japan to secure “friendship, commerce, a supply of coal 
and provisions, and protection for our shipwrecked people.” 


Perry’s Vision of America’s Destiny 


The President’s aims were modest. He saw the end of Japanese 
isolation as a way to enlarge peacefully both American prestige 
and commerce in East Asia. Although the area was of peripheral 
concern, he wished for the expedition’s success and took great 
care in the selection of its commander, Matthew C. Perry. Com- 
modore Perry had developed some interest in the Pacific after the 
Mexican War, but he agreed to assume command of the East In- 
dia Squadron only after assurances by the administration that he 
would preside over a sizable force with ample funds for equip- 
ment and gifts. Once committed to the enterprise. Perry prepared 
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for it with vigor. He talked with whalers at New Bedford, read Eu- 
ropean books on Japan, and concluded that only an ominous dis- 
play of force combined with a haughty, distant attitude would 
bring success. Perry viewed the Japanese as “weak and semi- 
barbarous,” “deceitful,” and “vindictive in character.” In dealing 
with them, the ordinary rules of discourse among civilized peo- 
ples did not apply. Only extraordinary measures would convince 
their rulers to receive the President’s letter and to grant American 
demands. Perry was far less reluctant than the President to use 
force to achieve these ends and far more conscious of past humil- 
iations inflicted on American vessels by the Japanese government. 

Perry’s leadership endowed the expedition with a loftier pur- 
pose than the Fillmore administration had intended. Already a fer- 
vent advocate of Manifest Destiny, he came to view the opening 
of Japan as the great object of his life and proclaimed the in- 
evitability of American expansion into the Pacific. Predicting an 
Anglo-American struggle for control of that ocean, Perry sought 
strategic outposts to strengthen America’s position. His wide dis- 
cretionary powers and the slowness of communications provided 
many opportunities to pursue these larger aims. 

When Perry reached the Pacific in the spring of 1853, he began 
to act on his broad vision of the nation’s destiny. He visited the 
Ryukyis and the Bonins, forced concessions from the rulers of 
those islands, and even contemplated the bases that both island 
chains could provide for America’s Pacific empire. On July 8 his 
four “black ships” arrived in what is today the Bay of Tokyo (then 
Edo Bay), prepared for determined resistance from the Japanese. 
Perry decided, as he had done years before at Naples, to make his 
demands and depart, promising to return with a more imposing 
force. But, before leaving, Perry intimidated the Japanese by mov- 
ing his ships closer to Tokyo, the capital of the Tokugawa Shogu- 
nate, than any other foreign vessels had dared to advance. Pur- 
posefully remote and sensitive to the slightest affronts to his 
dignity, he finally brought his first visit to a culmination by de- 
livering the President’s letter to Japanese authorities in an elabo- 
rate ceremony on the shores of Tokyo Bay. Full of a sense of his- 
toric purpose, he wrote in his journal that “we pray God that our 
present attempt to bring a singular and isolated people into the 
family of civilized nations may succeed without bloodshed.” 

In March 1854 Perry returned to Japan with an enlarged 
squadron to negotiate the Treaty of Kanagawa. His tactics were 
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typical of the era. He warned the Japanese of the fate of Mexico. 
threatened to assemble an even larger force, and made it clear that 
he intended to achieve his aims at whatever cost. Despite his blus- 
ter, however, Perry dropped his demand for commercial relations 
and settled for a treaty that provided for the protection of the crews 
of shipwrecked vessels, the opening of two ports where American 
ships could obtain coal, wood, water and supplies, and the right 
to station consular officials in these ports. Perry knew that he had 
made only a small beginning, but he confidently expected others 
to carry forward the great work that he had launched. 


Mixed Feelings Toward Asia 


Perry’s belligerency and desire for territorial aggrandizement wor- 
ried the American government and brought out what was to be- 
come a persistent dichotomy in American East Asian policy. Most 
American diplomats in China and Japan were restless and impa- 
tient, inspired by a vision of an American empire of commerce 
and religion in East Asia. As men on the spot, they were influ- 
enced by the course of events and by the attitudes of their Euro- 
pean colleagues. Their activism contrasted sharply with the pas- 
sivity of their government. More often than not, the American 
government was indifferent to their needs and programs; officials 
in Washington had a far narrower vision of American interests in 
East Asia. The government negotiated treaties to open China and 
Japan to Western influence and to encourage the growth of com- 
merce. But these objectives, once achieved, satisfied leaders in 
Washington, who wished to avoid further involvement. When dif- 
ficulties arose over commercial rights and the protection of mis- 
sionaries and other Westerners, the United States usually re- 
sponded cautiously. In the 1850s events in Japan temporarily 
obscured the fact that in East Asia the United States was a minor 
power, without the resources or the will to sustain major policy 
initiatives. For men in Washington, as for most Americans, Asia 
remained an abstract idea, a distant area that was only one part of 
a worldwide commercial empire. American representatives in 
China and Japan seldom shared this attitude and, because of the 
lag in communications, often pursued their private goals. 

Full of grandiose objectives in East Asia, Perry was inevitably 
disappointed on his return to the United States in early 1855. He 
received a warm but not overwhelming reception, and the Demo- 
cratic administration of Franklin Pierce seemed cool toward 
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Perry’s elaborate vision of the nation’s Pacific destiny. Perry pro- 
claimed that the Treaty of Kanagawa was “a mere commence- 
ment” in “bringing a mighty Empire into the family of nations and 
within the influence of our benign religion.” The government did, 
to be sure, follow up Perry’s achievement with the dispatch of 
Townsend Harris as the first American consul in Japan but, by this 
time, the nation’s leaders were absorbed in more pressing foreign 
and domestic problems. 

American interest in East Asia—which peaked during the 1840s 
and early 1850s—began to wane. The lure of Asia had always 
been a subordinate theme in American expansionism, serving as 
one of many justifications for the conquest of the continent. Those 
who saw the American West more as a bridge to Asia than as an 
area to be settled and developed in its own right were under- 
standably excited by the vistas unveiled by expansion to the Pa- 
cific and the opening of Japan. For most Americans, however, the 
vision of the American West as a passage to India was never the 
central motive for the westward movement and became even less 
compelling in the 1850s as they turned more decisively inward. 
Gradually the American people had grasped the potential re- 
sources and enormous dimensions of the West. The acquisition of 
California and Oregon, although it gave a brief impetus to the 
thrust into East Asia, presented Americans with the reality of a 
continental empire and coalesced feelings about the abundance of 
the West. It brought a shift of consciousness as men began to 
think, far more than previously, in terms of a great internal, landed 
empire to be peopled and tamed. The theme of the West as a pas- 
sage to India gave way to the theme of the West as the “garden of 
the world,” a vast, interior space that would shape the promise and 
define the meaning of American life. 


Commodore Perry “Opens” Japan: 
July 14, 1853 
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Perry Meets the 
Japanese 
Delegates 


by Wilhelm Heine 


In 1851 Commodore Matthew Perry sent a memorandum to the sec- 
retary of the navy, proposing a show of naval strength that, Perry 
suggested, could result in friendly American-Japanese relations. For 
centuries Japan had been closed diplomatically to the United States 
and other nations, and Perry’s idea won government officials’ favor. 
Perry, who did not want to command the expedition but accepted the 
commission anyway, departed from Norfolk. Virginia, on November 
24, 1852. The flagship Missouri and three other ships made the jour- 
ney to Edo (Tokyo) Bay and dropped anchor there on July 2, 1853. 
After several inconsequential demands to meet with Japanese offi- 
cials, Perry was finally invited ashore to present his letter on July 14. 

These events are described in the following excerpt from a mem- 
oir by Wilhelm Heine, who accompanied Perry on the expedition to 
Japan. Heine was a native of Dresden, Germany, and eventually be- 
came an American citizen. He taught painting in Europe and the 
United States prior to the Perry expedition, which he chronicled in 
words, drawings, and paintings. In the selection that follows, Heine 
depicts in great detail the meeting on July 14. His account conveys 
the sights, sounds, and mood of the ceremonious encounter. He 
closes by noting that the meeting went well and that Perry an- 
nounced his intention to return to Japan in twelve months to finalize 
a treaty. 
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flags decorating the batteries and forts. Long sheets of black- 

and-white cloth had been stretched inside the walls. Earlier 
travelers, discussing these sheets installed above the guns, as- 
sumed that they served to conceal the armed interior below. Our 
interpreter, Mr. Wells Williams, did not agree. (He and Dr. [Peter] 
Parker passed along these coasts sixteen years earlier [as mis- 
sionaries] in the Morrison from Canton.) He thought that the 
sheets, erected close together, were to protect the cannoneers from 
rifle bullets. To me, this interpretation seemed the better one. For, 
however ineffective against bombardment, they would be of some 
value as a screen against small arms. 


T his morning, the twelfth [14 July 1853], we saw a medley of 


Ready for Reception 

At about 8:00 a.M. the governor of Uraga and several officials 
came aboard with an announcement. Everything was ready for the 
reception ashore, they said. This time each Japanese wore full 
dress: something like baggy trousers of heavy black silk, ankle- 
length, held up by strips of silk like our suspenders, and hemmed 
generously, top and bottom, in dark blue silk; a close-fitting 
sleeved vest or jacket, of silk, tucked into the top of the trousers; 
around the waist the usual belt and the pair of swords; and over 
the whole a kind of cloak like the Spanish poncho or our Catholic 
priest’s surplice except for the slit down the front and the clasp to 
hold the halves together. Cloaks differed according to wearer’s 
rank: for higher ranks, a heavy silk, woven like brocade, in gold, 
silver, and [other] colors; for the lower, a nondescript fabric, usu- 
ally red but occasionally yellow. All cloaks, regardless of wearer’s 
rank, were edged and hemmed with gold and silver and coats of 
arms embroidered on the shoulders and across the chest. 

At 9:00 A.M. the call to boats sounded—after some ships had 
anchored opposite the meeting place. From there, should worst 
come to worst for us [ashore], they could protect us with their can- 
non. Fifteen boats took four hundred men from the several ships. 
Shortly before 10:00 a.M. the Susquehanna’s gun announced the 
commodore’s departure. The flotilla of boats set off for the ren- 
dezvous about two miles west of Uraga, in a small inlet. The vil- 
lage of Kurihama lay on the inlet. 

About 150 [Japanese] boats ringed the inlet. We saw a group of 
richly dressed officials in front of two spacious pavilions that had 
been erected ashore. To the right and left, sheets of black cloth had 
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been stretched at a height of six to eight feet for about two miles. 
Units of soldiers ranged along them. The number of soldiers could 
not be readily estimated, their formation being ragged and ill- 
defined. The Japanese announced six thousand; it had to be at least 
five thousand. Most carried spear or musket, others bow and ar- 
row; but all the ubiquitous pair of swords. Why two? I see no rea- 
son except pomp: mere show. 

About 150 soldiers, armed with muskets and bayoneted rifles. 
had been arrayed near the pavilions, in two ranks, military style. 
weapons at the order. The rest of the soldiers formed irregular 
groups here and there. Two cannon on the left flank, three- or four- 
pounders, in bronze and on carriages of ancient vintage. looked like 
old Spanish or Portuguese. They probably dated from the Japan- 
ese war of extermination against Portuguese Christians. Officers 
of the various units sat on low seats, each under his unit's insignia. 
Orderlies, behind the ranks, held a number of horses of small breed 
but strong and well built: their saddles, harness, and trappings 
showy and inlaid abundantly with silver and gold: manes cut short: 
and tails brightly decorated, sometimes enclosed in a container of 
vivid fabric, sometimes entwined with pieces of colored cloth. 
When our band played, the horses pricked up their ears, cut hoof- 
stomping caprioles, and caused disturbances among the soldiers. 
Other soldiers, carrying pikes of various shapes and fifteen to six- 
teen feet long, did nothing but keep close, a few to each horse. 

Four companies of ours, two of marines and two of sailors, had 
formed where the commodore would land, marines right. sailors 
left. Two bands—one of marines, one of sailors—provided music 
in addition to the usual complement of red-jacketed drummers and 
fifers. A major [Jacob Zeilin] and a captain [William B. Slack] 
commanded the marines; four lieutenants and two midshipmen. 
the sailors. The remaining officers, about forty (the commodore’s 
staff), awaited the commodore himself at the spot where he would 
debark. 


Setting Foot on Land 
The moment the commodore set foot on land, the governor of 
Uraga and his entourage appeared. (The governor had arrived a 
little earlier.) He welcomed everybody. and then the grand pro- 
cession started for the pavilions, not far off. 

Long sheets of black and white formed a kind of outer court- 
yard. Japanese and Americans stayed outside it except the gover- 
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nor and a small retinue and the commodore and a small staff. Each 
leader thus left most of his followers behind. 

The governor escorted the commodore into the courtyard, 
across mats that had been laid there, and up several steps to the 
open adjoining pavilion. The imperial councilors—Toda, prince 
of Idsu, and Ido, prince of Iwami—waited in the pavilion. Toda 
sat a bit higher than Ido. To Ido’s right another official kneeled 
[until we drew near], Yezaimon, whose rank I was unable to learn. 
He, the governor of Uraga, and the interpreter Tatsonoske bowed 
deeply before Prince Toda, kneeled there, and remained kneeling 
throughout [the day’s] negotiations. The commodore and the se- 
nior captains were asked to take the three seats of equal height op- 
posite Toda’s. The other American officers gathered behind the 
commodore. The rest of the governor’s retinue stayed in the court- 
yard, kneeling. 

We had been told that these were imperial representatives of the 
highest rank. In the lives of their people ceremony and formality 
took precedence over everything else. The councilors’ underlings 
always removed their shoes upon entry and, when speaking to the 
councilors, kneeled and touched their foreheads continually to the 
ground. Dutch and Russian emissaries in Japan before us had been 
compelled to disgraceful humiliation. And now we entered with 
such little ado, and we remained erect. 

What an outlandish and insolent spectacle we therefore pre- 
sented to the Japanese. How different our behavior from that of 
the Russians and the Dutch, what a lurid contrast our manner 
against that of the councilors’ underlings, and how egregious we 
alien barbarians must have seemed to the councilors. Perhaps the 
Dutch and Russian emissaries had been instructed to respond with 
obeisance to every impudent Japanese policeman and to kneel and 
crawl, backward and forward, time after time. Not so with us, 
thank God! The commodore had made up his mind; no disgrace- 
ful humiliation would be inflicted on him. 

Accordingly he issued the strictest of orders, and we paid each 
Japanese the courtesy that would have been paid a man of his po- 
sition in the United States. This policy produced obviously excel- 
lent results. Yes, the Japanese sycophants at first looked askance. 
But they took comfort at last when they saw aboard ship that our 
officers enjoyed respect and that each subordinate obeyed every 
command with prompt assent—all without shameful subservience 
and servile formalities. The Japanese also observed that we re- 
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ceived their representatives aboard and, without degrading our- 
selves, treated them with cordiality and warmth. 

True, the Japanese had objected to our survey of the bay and to 
our anchoring wherever it suited us. They had tried to justify their 
gestures of resistance: “You have contradicted the wishes of our 
government, and we must do as we are told.” But we retorted: “We 
are honoring the wishes of our government, and we must do as we 
are told. Besides, we are accustomed to behave this way all over the 
world. So we shall behave this way here, too!” We also declared. 
however, and at the same time, that the United States felt nothing 
but friendship for Japan. At any rate, the Japanese could do nothing 
but comply, though our actions be new to them. For, in the end. 
small boats and twelve-pound cannon would have been a squeak 
against the roar of our mighty steamships and heavy artillery. 


Perry Will Return 

The Japanese again showed the commodore the document that 
vested imperial authority in them. The commodore responded with 
his diplomatic credentials and the letter for the emperor from the 
president. Each of these documents bore the Great Seal of the 
United States in a dangling gold skippet. The two handsomest 
cabin boys brought them forward, each in its container: a case 
with a golden clasp and a golden lock. After the cases were 
opened, a short speech set forth the purpose of the commodore ’s 
mission. Then the documents—and translations of them into 
Dutch, Chinese, and French—were presented to the imperial 
councilors, and they accepted them. The documents were then 
placed with much ceremony in a roomy chest, and the chest shut, 
locked, wrapped many times with a stout cord of silk, and tied 
with an array of astounding knots. 

“No doubt,” the commodore added at the end of the meeting. 
“mature deliberation will have to take place on my mission and my 
message. Therefore I shall leave now and return in the spring.” 
Again the Japanese were seeing and hearing what they had never 
seen or heard before. The commodore behaved nothing like the 
emissaries of other nations who had preceded him. Those untortu- 
nates had waited long months in ignominious semi-imprisonment 
until it pleased the Japanese to answer them equivocally and let 
them go at last. 

“Ishall leave, I shall return.” the commodore had announced. 
The Japanese made no bones about it; the announcement as- 
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tounded them. Then Perry explained that the awesome military 
power [of our ships], so close to the imperial capital, could give 
rise to incorrect assumptions. “I do not want in the least to influ- 
ence discussions.” As an act of politeness, therefore, we will go 
away, he said, and the Japanese calmed down. 

Everyone exchanged courtesies in farewell and left the pavil- 
ion. We embarked in good order. For Major [Jacob] Z[eilin] had 
gone to the marines and assembled the drums and fifes, and we 
got into the boats to a famous old tune. It had never been heard on 
the shores of Nippon, but now, with drums obbligato, “Yankee 
Doodle” rang out—to the delight of all. 

The governor and his officials accompanied us to the ships and 
came aboard. They behaved with the reserve of people who think 
it indecorous to let one’s curiosity show. Yet they studied every- 
thing below; it had been out of their sight until now. The ship’s 
machinery, the heavy cannons and their percussion locks, the ri- 
fles, the revolvers—that sort of thing provoked the greatest as- 
tonishment. On the other hand, familiar with maps of the earth and 
charts of the heavens, they pointed out—on the globe and with 
precision—not only Japan, Russia, England, Holland, and the 
United States but their capitals and other features. And they asked 
a variety of questions, indicating considerable knowledge of in- 
ternational affairs. 

“Does Mexico still exist? Or has the United States conquered 
it by now?” 

“Has the giant railroad been built from New York to San Fran- 
cisco, really?” 

On and on, question after question. With each, a finger went— 
correctly—to the place meant. 

We received numerous gifts before we departed: fabrics (in- 
cluding gold brocade), over a hundred fowls, over a thousand 
eggs, all sorts of lacquerware, saki, fans, and other things. The 
commodore responded with gifts. Politely the Japanese declined 
the several valuable arms and weapons. But wines, jams, pre- 
serves, and candied fruits seemed all the more welcome; the 
Japanese enjoyed them aboard whenever possible. Especially on 
the last day, when champagne flowed and Uraga’s lord governor 
and suite left in uncommonly good humor. 
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7 2 The Crimean War Begins: March 28, 1854 


The Crimean War 
Brought Change 
and innovation 


by A.J. Barker 


Mid-nineteenth-century Europe underwent significant political 
change. Although the revolutions of 1848 fostered liberalism and 
nationalism, many effects—such as Italy's unification, Germany’s 
unification, and Russia’s emancipation of serfs—did not occur until 
later in the century. A catalyst of these later developments was the 
Crimean War, between Russia and an alliance of the (Turkish) Ot- 
toman Empire, Great Britain, and France. 

The declining Ottoman Empire, dubbed the “sick man of Eu- 
rope” in the mid-nineteenth century, was at the center of the con- 
flict in the Crimea, a region on the Black Sea. Two issues were the 
immediate cause of war. The first was whether Western Latin Chris- 
tians, or Orthodox Christians, would control the holy sites places in 
Jerusalem. The Ottoman Empire granted this honor to (Western 
Latin) France, and (Orthodox) Russia disputed the gesture. Second, 
Russia wanted control over Ottoman provinces in what is now Ro- 
mania. Russia occupied two such provinces in summer 1853; within 
several months the Ottoman Empire declared war on Russia. The 
war became one between major European states when Great Britain 
and France, in opposition to Russian expansion, declared war on the 
czar’s empire on March 28, 1854. 

The war's decisive battle came in September 1855 with the fall of 
the Russian fortress of Sevastopol. Peace negotiations began shortly 
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thereafter, with France as the dominant diplomatic power, and con- 
cluded in March 1856 with the signing of the Peace of Paris. By the 
terms of the treaty, Russia had to surrender territory and not inter- 
fere in the affairs of the Ottoman Empire’s Orthodox Christians. 
The Crimean War also dissolved the Concert of Europe, an 1815 in- 
strument designed to resolve foreign policy disputes among Russia, 
Great Britain, Austria, and Prussia. Without this agency, European 
nations increasingly based foreign and domestic policy decisions on 
self-interest. Unification in Italy and Germany and the emancipa- 
tion of the serfs in Russia resulted. 

In the selection that follows, A.J. Barker examines the causes and 
consequences of the Crimean War. He discusses the confidence and 
impetus for aggression of the Russian czar [Nicholas I]. Barker also 
addresses British and French motivations for entering the war. In ad- 
dition, Barker lists Crimean War innovations, such as increased use 
of shells and rifles, as well as the first use of the telegraph in a war. 

British historian A.J. Barker is the author of over twelve books 
on wars and warfare in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. 


Nicholas I in the summer of 1853. Five years earlier a rev- 

olutionary tide had rolled across Europe, sweeping Louis- 
Philippe off the throne of France, causing the Emperor of Austria 
to flee from his capital, King Frederick IV of Prussia to leave 
Berlin, Hungary to break away from Austria and provoking Italy’s 
revolt against Habsburg rule. Nicholas had come to the rescue, ef- 
fectively intervening on behalf of his neighbours and using his 
army to crush the Hungarian insurrectionists. Nicholas was tak- 
ing no chances with liberal movements; he stood for stability and 
order. 


N ever had the prestige of a Tsar stood higher than that of 


Resolving the ‘Eastern Question’ 

Inflated by his success, encouraged by his courtiers, and corrupted 
by power, the ‘Autocrat of all the Russias’ decided that the time 
had come to bring new lustre to the Russian Crown. All the great 
Tsars had added territory to the Russian Empire and Nicholas cer- 
tainly considered himself to be a great Tsar. His eyes focused on 
the crumbling Ottoman Empire and Constantinople, which the 
Russians had coveted for a thousand years. Russia had already 
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fought seven wars against Turkey, and it was not difficult to pick 
a quarrel. A Russian envoy was sent to Constantinople demand- 
ing certain concessions for the Orthodox Church at shrines in 
Jerusalem and recognition of Russia as the protector of the Sul- 
tan’s Christian Slavs. At the same time Nicholas summoned the 
British Minister in St Petersburg and blandly suggested partition- 
ing Turkey’s European possessions between England and Russia. 

Britain, suspicious of Russia’s motives, doubted the sincerity 
of Nicholas’s sanctimonious arguments, and she entered into an 
alliance with Napoleon III—the nephew of the man against whom 
Britain had fought so long and desperately when France had 
threatened the liberties of Europe. The British Ambassador in 
Constantinople was told to advise the Sultan to concede the Tsar’s 
demand for Orthodox rights in Jerusalem but flatly to reject that 
of a Russian protectorate over Turkey's Christian subjects. 

But Nicholas had gone too far to draw back. It was clear that 
Britain and France would side with Turkey, yet he found it diffi- 
cult to believe they would actually go to war in defence of a ram- 
shackle empire for which it was well known the Western Powers 
had little sympathy. Come what may he was determined to resolve 
the ‘Eastern Question’, as it was called in diplomatic circles. To 
the accompaniment of a good deal of talk about duty to God and 
Christianity, a Russian ‘liberation’ army crossed the Prut on 2 July 
1853 and marched into the Danubian provinces of Moldavia and 
Wallachia which were then tributary to Turkey. The pretext was 
that Russia was holding this territory as a pledge for her just de- 
mands. The Turks demanded that the Russians retire and when no 
notice was taken they mobilized. Three months later they declared 
war on Russia. 

When Nicholas rejected a joint ultimatum presented by Britain, 
France and Austria urging an immediate withdrawal from the 
Danubian principalities, war between the great powers was in- 
evitable. Both sides had gone too far to give way without loss of 
prestige; an alliance was made between the Western Powers and 
Turkey and in March 1854 war was declared ‘to protect Europe 
from the dominance of a power which violates treaties and defies 
the civilized world’. 


Far from Vain 
Little of the background was clear to the majority of people in 
Britain and France, and it is difficult to believe that people. in the 
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midst of an economic depression, shivering in an unusually cold 
winter, and rioting because work on the land had stopped and with 
it their miserable nine shillings a week, felt particularly enthusi- 
astic about the prospect of war. But highly coloured descriptions 
of the destruction of a Turkish fleet at Sinope had roused intense 
feelings and in both countries the Press had been building up to a 
crescendo of abuse in its references to Nicholas and praise for the 
‘brave but weak’ Turks. Many of those whose dull little lives were 
constrained by the field and factory, probably welcomed the ex- 
citement and quickening of national life which the crisis aroused. 

No real consideration had been given to the problem of where 
Russia would be brought to heel. When war was declared it ap- 
peared certain the lower Danube would be the main theatre of op- 
erations and the Caucasus the secondary theatre. In the event the 
Black Sea was to become the seat of hostilities and the Crimean 
Peninsula—which was to become the scene of the land fighting— 
gave the war the name by which it is usually known. Except for 
the naval base at Sebastopol, the Crimea had little strategic im- 
portance and if the Russians had abandoned it in 1854 the British 
and French would have found it difficult to fight a land campaign. 
But prestige demanded that the peninsula should be defended, and 
with the enormous numerical superiority which the Russians en- 
joyed the fighting was bound to be hard and bitter. (In those days 
soldiers fought standing shoulder to shoulder in ranks, exchang- 
ing fire with the enemy at point-blank range: fortunately weapons 
were inaccurate and casualties light by modern standards.) For the 
British army a long period of non-intervention in large-scale wars 
and the effects upon Parliament of strong pacifist propaganda had 
brought a decline in organization and administration. In conse- 
quence the British troops suffered extreme privations. The French, 
who did not do so much fighting, were better prepared and better 
organized for the campaign and they did not suffer to the same ex- 
tent as the British. Wellington, it is said, once likened the organi- 
zation of his army to a harness made of rope, and the French or- 
ganization to one of leather. (The theory was that rope could be 
knotted and it would still function, whereas repairs to a leather 
harness were less simple.) In the Crimea what was left of Welling- 
ton’s rope proved less durable than what the French had developed 
from Napoleon’s leather. 

In its effects the war against Russia was far from being the 
‘vain’ campaign which some early twentieth-century historians 
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dubbed it. In the field the British and French armies invariably de- 
feated the Russians and inflicted on them such appalling casual- 
ties that they ceased to menace their neighbours for more than a 
generation. In Russia itself the internal economy suffered, and rev- 
olutionary propaganda which was finally to bring about the fall of 
the Tsarist Empire and the rise of the Soviet Union from its ruins 
was provided with fertile material. With the growth of the new So- 
viet Empire the advantages derived by Britain and France trom 
their sacrifices in the Crimea may well seem nebulous. But it must 
be remembered that British soldiers were never called upon to 
fight in Europe between the fall of Sebastopol and the German in- 
vasion of Belgium in 1914, and in the same period Russia never 
attempted to interfere with French interests. 


The War's Legacy and Innovations 


The Crimean War is remembered principally by a cavalry charge 
and the heroism of a woman. Two films have been made of the fa- 
mous Charge of the Light Brigade; none, surprisingly, of the Bat- 
tle of the Alma when Her Majesty’s Guards, in full regalia, 
marched magnificently into battle—in step and in perfect lines. 
The name of Lord Cardigan—the ‘Noble Yachtsman’ who led the 
charge and refused to share with his troops the rigours of camp 
life—has passed into the English language as an article of cloth- 
ing. Florence Nightingale, the “Lady with the Lamp’ who devoted 
herself to the care of the sick and wounded, 1s credited with es- 
tablishing the first system of hygienic hospital care for the 
wounded. The campaign showed how sea power could maintain 
comparatively small armies in the territory of a gigantic conti- 
nental enemy and defeat every force that land power could bring 
against them, so long as their sea communications remained se- 
cure. This fact was not forgotten for a long time, but nowadays 
few people appreciate that much of the fighting of the campaign 
set the pattern of the wars which followed up to 1918. Balaclava, 
with its cavalry charges and ‘thin red line’, was but an echo from 
the wars of the past and it was soon superseded by the trench war- 
fare which siege operations and high-velocity rifles imposed. Ex- 
plosive shells had been in limited use up to 1854, but in the 
Crimea shell-fire was used to a degree unequalled in earlier wars. 

This was also the beginning of the rifle era. At the Alma, Inker- 
man and the Tchernaya the rifle and bayonet were the decisive 
weapons and they remained so until the coming of the machine-gun, 
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the tank and the aeroplane. Rifles had been used in the eighteenth 
century but the rate of fire was slow and they were so clumsy that 
with all its faults the old smooth-bore musket was considered to be 
the best all-round weapon. Between the close of the Napoleonic 
wars and the outbreak of the war with Russia, however, the rifle was 
being developed and from the 1830s onwards most European 
armies were being rearmed with one form or another of it. When 
tests showed that the Minié rifle with which the French army was 
being re-equipped was superior to the British Baker rifles which 
had been used by the British army in the Peninsula war, the British 
Government decided to set up a factory at Enfield to manufacture 
an ‘Enfield’ rifle of a design which incorporated the best features 
of the Minié and several other types then being made in Europe and 
America. The Crimean War caught the British army in the process 
of rearming, so that some units found themselves with the new En- 
field, others with the Minié and a few with the Baker. 

Among other innovations were the light military railway which 
linked the base at Balaclava with the front towards the end of the 
siege; the first electric telegraph to be used in war—enabling pol- 
iticians to exercise a closer control over the generals than had ever 
been possible hitherto; the first professional war correspondent, 
W.H. Russell of The Times; and the first war photographer, Roger 
Fenton. This was the last important campaign in which the British 
soldier fought in full dress uniform, the last in which regiments car- 
ried their colours, and the last in which the infantry marched into 
battle behind their regimental bands. The battles of the Crimea are 
more than a hundred years away; we have seen two world wars and 
several sizeable ‘little’ wars since then, and presumably we ought 
to know something more of what sets cannon roaring and bombs 
falling. In England there are still plenty of public houses, terraces 
and cottages named after Alma, Balaclava and Inkerman to remind 
people of a war that was primarily an infantry war. 

According to Ecclesiastes [the biblical book] ‘The thing that 
hath been, it is that which shall be; and that which is done is that 
which shall be done: and there is no new thing under the sun.’ The 
story of The Vainglorious War is full of the old lessons we live to 
forget and the traditions we shall remember. More than a century 
has elapsed since the events recaptured in the following pages. 
During that time there have been many cultural, technical and sci- 
entific advances. But nations’ characters remain basically the same, 
and on this we should reflect. 
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Florence Nightingale Serves in the 
Crimean War: November 1854 


The Founder of 
Modern Nursing 


by Deborah Pulliam 


England’s Florence Nightingale (1820-1910) was the founder of 
modern nursing. One of the most prominent Englishwomen of the 
nineteenth century, Nightingale also was an influential figure in 
public health advocacy and hospital management. She produced nu- 
merous writings through which her commonsense, professional ap- 
proach to the practice of medicine is evident. 

Nightingale is best remembered for her service as a nurse during 
the Crimean War (1854-1856) in which England, France, and 
Turkey fought Russia. Until that time, nursing was a low-class, dis- 
reputable occupation often linked with coarseness and prostitution. 
In November 1854, Nightingale and thirty-eight nurses went to Scu- 
tari, Turkey, to tend to wounded British soldiers. She organized hos- 
pitals and arranged for improvements in food. water, and sanitation. 
Nightingale became known as “the Lady with the Lamp” for her 
nighttime ministrations by candlelight. In addition to comforting the 
sick, she kept records, collected data, and devised calculations for 
mortality rates among soldiers. Nightingale’s reforms set new 
standards and transformed nursing into a respectable, organized 
profession. 

In this article, freelance writer Deborah Pulliam traces the fifty- 
year career of Florence Nightingale. Writing after a visit to the Flo- 
rence Nightingale Museum in London, Pulliam explains that the 
English nurse made many contributions to public health upon her 
return from the Crimea in 1856. She established a nursing school, 
penned tracts on principles of nursing and hospital management. 
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and contributed to the reform of the public health system in India. 

Pulliam notes that in spite of her status as an international public 
health authority, Nightingale remained a private person who was 
uncomfortable in the limelight. She was, however, actively involved 
with the Nightingale Training School for Nurses at St. Thomas’s 
Hospital, which she founded in 1860. Pulliam points out that de- 
spite advances in medicine since Nightingale’s time, the ideas “the 
Lady with the Lamp” codified, and her emphasis on care and con- 
sideration for patients, remain a cornerstone of nursing. 


Victorian gentlewoman most of us imagine. She was a bright, 
tough, driven professional, a brilliant organizer and statistician, 
and one of the most influential women in 19th-century England. 


F lorence Nightingale was distinctly not the romantic, retiring 


Springboard for a Fifty-Year Career 


The best-known aspect of her life—nursing wounded soldiers at 
Scutari Hospital in Turkey during the Crimean War—comprised, 
in fact, a very small part of her fifty-year career, but provided the 
springboard from which it all began. 

Looking through a rough reproduction window at the London 
museum that bears her name is a little like peering over Nightin- 
gale’s shoulder in the Crimea and confronting the intimate details 
of life there—including her hand-drawn plan of the nurses’ quar- 
ters in the Barrack Hospital at Scutari, her personal seal and wax 
for letters, some of her books and her dispatch case, as well as an 
original letter written from the hospital and her famous lamp. 

The museum’s permanent exhibit documents not only the war 
years, but also follows Nightingale throughout her extraordinary 
but largely overlooked life. A brief introductory film emphasizes 
her wealthy Victorian upbringing and expectations of a brilliant 
social career. 

In fact, Florence Nightingale accomplished so much during her 
full life that it is intriguing to wonder how she might be remem- 
bered had the public not become so fixated on the romantic image 
of her night-time rounds by candlelight at Scutari. This small mu- 
seum highlights all of her many accomplishments: introducing san- 
itary science to nursing and the British Army; raising the image of 
the British soldier from a brawling lowlife to a heroic working 
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man; transforming nursing from an occupation which previously 
had been considered fit only for prostitutes to a respectable pro- 
fession; establishing a nursing school at St. Thomas’s Hospital; lay- 
ing out the principles of nursing in print in 1860; and revolution- 
izing the public health system of India without leaving England. 


Shying Away from the Public 
Ironically, during much of her long and accomplished life (she 
died in 1910, at the age of 90) the general public assumed she was 
already dead. Nightingale actually encouraged this misinforma- 
tion. She returned from the Crimea under an assumed name and 
walked the last few miles to her parents’ home from the train sta- 
tion. Uninterested in her celebrity status, she wanted only to con- 
tinue her work in peace and quiet. She retused photographs and 
interviews, and avoided anything not directly related to her work 
for a Royal Commission investigating health in the British Army. 
Although she was undoubtedly the driving force behind the work. 
she almost never appeared in public. 

Her thoughts and work were with the army. In a private note, 
written at the end of 1856, she wrote: 


Oh my poor men who endured so patiently. I feel I have been such 
a bad mother to you to come home and leave you lying in your 
Crimean grave. Seventy-three percent in eight regiments during 
six months trom disease alone—who thinks of that now? But if I 
could carry any one point which would prevent any part of the re- 
currence of this our colossal calamity then I should have been true 
to the cause of those brave dead. 


In the post-war period, Nightingale began studying new designs 
for modern hospitals all over Europe, in order to help the army 1e- 
form its health and sanitary systems. In Paris she found a revolu- 
tionary design in which separate units, or pavilions, made up one 
large hospital. By making each pavilion a light and airy self- 
contained unit, the hospital minimized the spread of infections. 
She later succeeded in promoting this design in England. 

Her research culminated in Notes on Hospitals, published in 
1859, which combined two papers presented the year before at the 
Social Science Congress. Her words had a profound effect. She 
addressed every aspect of hospital management. from the purchase 
of iron bedsteads to replace the wooden ones. to switching to glass 
cups instead of tin. 
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An Authority on Hospital Management 

The 108-page book went on into three editions and established 
Nightingale once more as an international authority. Her advice 
and approval were sought for hospitals all over Europe, from Hol- 
land to Portugal and even far-off India. 

In particular, the governors of St. Thomas’s Hospital in London 
consulted with her on a matter key to the hospital’s future. The an- 
cient hospital in Southwark was situated on land needed by rail- 
roads for a new line. The hospital’s governors had to decide 
whether they should sell the entire property and build a new fa- 
cility in a better location, or allow the railroad to buy only part of 
the land and rebuild the hospital on the remainder. Some gover- 
nors felt the hospital should stay where it had been for hundreds 
of years, serving the same community. 

When they asked Nightingale for her opinion, rather than sim- 
ply accepting the notion that the hospital was in fact serving pa- 
tients in the area, she drew up and analyzed statistics on the ori- 
gin of St. Thomas’s patients and proved that most did not come 
from the immediate neighbourhood as the governors had assumed. 

She also compiled a convincing body of statistics to prove that 
moving the hospital to a healthier site would improve the patients’ 
chances of recovery. After completing her analysis, in a telling dis- 


——- — 


Florence Nightingale (left) advocates clean conditions in 
hospitals where she provides aid for the wounded. 
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play of political acumen, she sent it not to the body of governors 
as a whole, but to one particular governor: the Prince Consort. 

In the end, the governors decided to move St. Thomas’s to its 
present location in Lambeth. At the time, Nightingale deemed the 
site to be unhealthy; nevertheless, the hospital was constructed 
with the pavilions she endorsed, and was finally completed in 
1871. If you look carefully from Westminster Bridge, you can see 
the remaining pavilions wedged in between more contemporary 
parts of the hospital that have since engulfed the original. Ask for 
directions in the museum, and you can walk through the new parts 
of the hospital to Nightingale’s original entrance hall. 

Success piled on success. In 1860, after five years of gruelling 
work, she completed a voluminous report that resulted in the de- 
velopment of an Army Medical School in addition to greatly im- 
proved army barracks, hospitals, and living conditions for soldiers. 

Also in 1860 she founded the Nightingale Training School for 
nurses at St. Thomas’s Hospital. Far more than merely giving her 
name to the school, Nightingale personally advised on all matters 
of instruction, admissions supervision, and discipline. Her in- 
volvement extended beyond her professional duties; she often in- 
vited graduates to tea and kept in touch with them long after they 
had launched their careers. 

Nightingale also published a 75-page booklet, Notes on Nurs- 
ing: What It Is, and What It Is Not. A popular book, its initial re- 
ception still did not foretell of its lasting importance. The book is 
still in print today in a facsimilie of the first edition and in a reprint 
of the second enlarged edition. In fact, it is the best-selling item 
in the museum’s small shop. “I think if you’re only going to buy 
one thing from our shop, it’s going to be Notes on Nursing.” says 
Alex Attewell, curator of the museum. 

While medical knowledge has significantly increased since 
Nightingale’s time, her common sense and wisdom still forms a 
solid basis for caring for people. She believed, first and foremost. 
in hygiene (fresh air, cleanliness, clean water, proper drainage. and 
plenty of light), and constant consideration for the patient's feel- 
ings. In one particularly empathetic passage, she addresses the im- 
portance of a quiet environment: 


Unnecessary noise, or noise that creates an expectation in the 
mind, is that which hurts a patient. It is rarely the loudness of the 
noise, the effect upon the organ of the ear itself, which appears to 
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affect the sick. How well a patient will generally bear [for exam- 
ple] the putting up of a scaffolding close to the house, when he 
cannot bear the talking, still less the whispering, especially if it be 
a familiar voice, outside his door. 


A Common-Sense Approach 


Nightingale’s common-sense approach to health is a main theme 
throughout the museum’s exhibits. ““We’re interested in exploring 
what of her writing is still relevant today,’ Attewell says. 

Because of her work on army medica] reform, she was asked to 
contribute to a study of the problems of health in India. British 
troops on the subcontinent had the highest mortality rates of all— 
in 1859 the death rate was 69 per thousand, as opposed to 17 per 
thousand in England. Through statistics and endless study, (com- 
piled, amazingly, without ever visiting India) she discovered what 
no one else had noticed: that the English way of life could simply 
not be transferred to a hot climate. 

Her 23-page treatise on conditions in India (as compared with 
the government’s 2,028 pages of small print) was printed at her 
own expense and sent to anyone with influence, including Queen 
Victoria. Once again, Nightingale revealed what no one even 
wanted to consider: that terrible living and working conditions 
were killing British troops as they had in the Crimea. 

Yet again she emphasized that improving the health of British 
troops would require improving sanitary standards as a whole. For 
four years Nightingale worked daily on the meticulous paperwork 
and statistics required to reform life in India. Her influence went 
beyond paperwork. Newly assigned viceroys to India visited her 
home for briefings before setting out for their new post. 

In 1896, Nightingale “retired to her bed.” but, far from slowing 
down, she continued working on home health visiting, as the En- 
glish call public health. “Her writing is extraordinarily relevant to 
today’s health visiting,” Attewell says. 

In an attempt to find out just how pertinent her writing is to the 
health profession today, the museum sent out questionnaires to 700 
public health supervisors around the country. More than half came 
back almost immediately. “Usually you’d think a 10 per cent re- 
sponse would be good,” Attewell says. “I think the interest we’ve 
got in the questionnaire shows there’s still extraordinary interest in 
her writing.” Yet more evidence of the timeless value in the work 
and wisdom of this remarkable woman. 


Darwin Presents the Theory of Evolution: 
November 24, 1859 
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The Darwinian 
Revolution Had 
Profound Effects 


by Michael Ruse 


On November 24, 1859, British biologist Charles Darwin published 
On the Origin of Species. This important work, in which Darwin 
presented his theory of evolution by natural selection, was controver- 
sial from the start, as it pitted the concept of evolution by biological 
adaptation of natural selection against religious ideas about divine 
creation and existing scientific ideas about permanence in nature. 

Darwin’s theory has often been misunderstood. The concept of 
evolution had been a point of discussion in scientific circles before 
the publication of Darwin’s work. What Darwin achieved was an 
explanation for evolution; that is, he theorized that it occurred by 
means of natural selection. Darwin derived his conclusions through 
his observations of animal life on the Galapagos Islands while voy- 
aging on the HMS Beagle. In his theory, Darwin suggested that in 
any given environment, species struggle to adapt. Those populations 
that survive are the most suitable for that particular type of environ- 
ment. Therefore, each species must be capable of variation should 
more adaptability be required over time. 

In the following selection, Michael Ruse probes the scientific ba- 
sis of Darwin’s theory of evolution. He also evaluates the contribu- 
tions and understanding of other key scientists, as well as the influ- 
ence of Darwin on scientific thought. In addition, Ruse assesses the 
impact of On the Origin of Species on philosophy and religion. The 
author concludes by noting that the Darwinian revolution in thought 
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had numerous aspects, numerous causes, and numerous effects. 
Michael Ruse, an author of several books, is professor of philos- 

ophy at Florida State University. He specializes in the philosophy of 

biology and has devoted much of his research to Darwinism. 


in 1830 there was division of opinion on the organic origins 

question, but virtually no one was an evolutionist. Some fa- 
vored an unknown but essentially law-bound originating mecha- 
nism; others supported miracles. In 1844, when [Robert] Cham- 
bers published his Vestiges, almost no member of the professional 
scientific community accepted its central message; but in 1859, 
when [Charles] Darwin published the Origin, scientists concerned 
with the origins of organisms were rapidly converted to evolu- 
tionism. Yet even Darwin had only limited success, for many re- 
fused to accept fully his mechanism for evolutionary change, nat- 
ural selection. All the threads around which our narrative has been 
structured throw light on this course of events. 


T he bare bones of the tale can be quickly reviewed. In Britain 


Scientific Facts Help Evolutionists 


First, matters could be considered at the purely scientific level. 
Many facts that were inexplicable if not downright anomalous 
from a nonevolutionary viewpoint fitted into place for an evolu- 
tionist. And knowledge of such facts grew during our half-century. 
[Sir Charles] Lyell brought systematic order to these problems, 
but he did so despite himself, to highlight the difficulties for a 
nonevolutionist. Perhaps the most dramatic new knowledge was 
the distribution of finches and tortoises on the Galápagos Islands, 
as revealed by Darwin himself. For any nonevolutionist this 
caused problems. One could certainly suppose that God put dif- 
ferent finches on different islands, but this seems pointless at best, 
if not a direct violation of God’s good sense. And Lyell, suppos- 
ing laws but not evolution, was in no better position. If the finches 
came from elsewhere, how and why were they distributed as they 
were? If the finches started life on the various islands, how could 
this happen except by a process suspiciously like evolution? 
Perhaps no facts were quite as dramatic as those of geographi- 
cal distribution, but other areas did not comfort nonevolutionists. 
In 1830 people read the fossil record more or less as they pleased. 
... Hence evolutionism came to appear more reasonable, espe- 
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cially an evolution like Darwin’s, with no inevitable progression. 
The gaps in the record started to close, though the record was al- 
ways sufficiently incomplete to permit causal interpretations other 
than selection. Much the same is true of morphology. It was clear 
that homologies needed explanation, and though [Sir Richard] 
Owen’s archetype theory sufficed for a while, it had serious sci- 
entific flaws quite aside from the more philosophical objections 
opposed to the whole notion of archetypes. 

Science also shows why people rejected Vestiges, though reac- 
tions to it certainly were not exclusively scientific. Vestiges was 
saddled with all kinds of untenable assumptions, like spontaneous 
generation; and the positive evidence was not as strong for Cham- 
bers as for Darwin. Chambers’s main scientific argument came 
from the fossil record, and in 1844 there was much less reason to 
see it as evolutionary than there was in the 1860s. Chambers, and 
[Jean Baptiste] Lamarck for that matter, made no real attempt to 
solve one of the major puzzles—the origins of species as opposed 
to the origins of organisms. For Lamarck species were an embar- 
rassment; for Chambers species were an accidental by-product of 
evolution. But for Darwin species were a natural consequence of 
basic principles. 

Finally, science throws light on reactions to Darwin’s doctrines 
aside from his general evolutionism. There were good scientific 
reasons to doubt that selection working on the smallest of varia- 
tions could be effective enough to cause evolution. Darwin's spec- 
ulations on the nature and causes of heredity and variation left 
much to be desired; and physics apparently showed that the time 
available for evolution was far too short for such a leisurely mech- 
anism as selection. Science also shows the rationale of those who 
went furthest with Darwin... . 


The Role of Philosophy 

Philosophy yields much the same tale as science. Throughout our 
period scientists felt a metascientific urge to explain through law, 
bound up with a general belief that science ought. as much as pos- 
sible, to imitate Newtonian physics (particularly the Newtonian 
astronomy of the 1830s). For all their subtlety, the nonevolution- 
ists fell short of their own ideals, in others’ eyes if not in their own. 
[W.] Whewell and [A.] Sedgwick divorced the organic origins 
question from science—to less conservative scientists a cure 
somewhat worse than the disease—and people like Lyell and [Sir 
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John Frederick William] Herschel knew well that their nonevolu- 
tionism came dangerously close to violating their empiricist ve- 
rae causae principles. A major motive behind Chambers’s work 
clearly was his desire to explain through law, and the same holds 
for Darwin and for those who responded favorably to his writings. 
Good Newtonian science requires law, and in the end only evolu- 
tion could provide it. 

Here in the philosophical realm, perhaps more than anywhere, 
we can see the advantage Darwin had over Chambers and under- 
stand why Darwin succeeded and Chambers did not. For all his 
talk of being Newtonian, Chambers really made no attempt to pro- 
vide a vera causa for evolution, and his critics quickly noted this. 
Darwin certainly did not satisfy everyone, friend or foe, with his 
mechanism of natural selection; but in the Origin he made a sys- 
tematic attempt to conform to criteria of scientific excellence, and 
the powerful effect of the Origin in large part sprang from this care. 
However, for empiricists like [J.] Huxley, employing an analogi- 
cal vera causa concept, Darwin’s failure to demonstrate that se- 
lection did lead to species change left the mechanism unproved. . . . 


Religion and Evolutionism 


Concerning religion, the major question might be not how reli- 
gion helped the cause of evolutionism, but why it failed to sup- 
press it. Even at the beginning of our period people had become 
accustomed to modifying their religion to accommodate the ad- 
vances of science; so, while evolutionism may have been a seri- 
ous problem, the threat was not really new. In our half-century we 
see religion continuing a retreat that had started long before. Yet 
religion was still a major force behind the nonevolutionary posi- 
tions formulated in the 1830s. Religious people were terrified by 
the threat evolution posed to the special status of man, and both 
those for law and those for miracle cared desperately that full 
place be left for God’s designing powers. Religion was also a ma- 
jor clement in the reaction against Chambers. With good reason, 
he was considered to undermine the dignity of man and to leave 
no room for God’s design. And much the same points came up 
again after the Origin. For various reasons these points were be- 
coming less powerful—man’s special status was coming under 
fire for reasons outside Darwinism, and Darwin had made some 
attempt to come to grips with adaptation—but many still felt the 
need to soften Darwin’s speculations with elements of religion. 
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However, the Darwinian Revolution was not exclusively a war of 
science against religion, even if the two are considered distinct. In 
certain ways, unintentional and intentional, religion aided the com- 
ing of evolutionism—even Darwin’s version. Unintentionally. evo- 
lutionism was undoubtedly helped by those like [Jean Louis 
Rodolphe] Agassiz and Miller, who made so much of the pro- 
gressive nature of the fossil record, and the same holds true of the 
morphological version of the argument from design. By stressing 
homologies, such natural theologians were preparing the way for 
an evolutionary interpretation. Even Whewell. though he was 
never an evolutionist, helped spread the idea of law when he 
adopted Owen’s archetypes and emphasized the morphological 
version of the design argument. And the utilitarian design argu- 
ment, focusing upon and highlighting the importance of adapta- 
tion, contributed to Darwin’s discovery of natural selection. In- 
tentionally, evolutionism was helped by those who saw the highest 
mark of God’s power as his ability to work through unbroken 
law—who saw God as a super leader of industry. This approach 
to religion spurred Chambers, Baden Powell, and many others. 
And somewhere on the borderline between intentionality and un- 
intentionality we must find a place for Lyellian geology. Lyell 
found his approach to geology attractive because it alone satisfied 
his deistic concept of theology. But Lyellian geology, molded as 
it was by religion, was probably the major influence in bringing 
about Darwinian evolutionism, though the parent was not alto- 
gether happy with the child. Thus it is clear that evolutionism, and 
even selection, came because of religion as well as despite it. 


Social and Political Factors 


Finally, we must consider social and political factors. Between 
1830 and 1875 we see an evolution of British society, and in par- 
ticular British scientific society. In the 1830s science as a profes- 
sion (particularly biology, geology, and the like) was just begin- 
ning, and because of the peculiarities of British higher education 
there were strong links between science and organized religion. 
The next forty to fifty years saw those links weaken and break. un- 
til it was possible for someone without independent means both to 
become a professional biologist or geologist and to owe nothing 
whatever to the church. Evolutionism, particularly Darwinian evo- 
lutionism, gained by this, though the opportunity had to be used. 
Darwin succeeded where Chambers failed because Darwin had 
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earned respect as a scientist and because he had built up a group 
prepared to battle for his ideas. But given that the Church of En- 
gland was an integral part of the establishment, the Darwinian Rev- 
olution also reflected the way power and authority were being 
loosed from the hold of an exclusive minority and shared by a 
wider middle class. In this most important change in Victorian 
Britain, the Darwinian Revolution was part cause and part effect. 

I have taken up the various threads separately. They have 
crossed, intertwined, and run together, and often when advance in 
one area seemed blocked another came into play. When Darwin 
was faulted on religious grounds because he had paid too little at- 
tention to God as designer, he replied on philosophical grounds 
that such an explanation is neither required nor allowed in the 
physical sciences and therefore ought not be required or allowed 
in the biological sciences. Similarly, the science/religion compro- 
mise formulated by Sedgwick and Whewell, depending centrally 
on man’s recent origin, was badly jolted by scientific discoveries 
about man’s long history. 

But separately or together, the various elements of our story 
point to one important conclusion, hinted at the beginning of this 
book: The Darwinian Revolution cannot be considered a single 
thing. It had different sides, different causes, and different effects. 
Often it is portrayed as a triumph of science over religion; but, 
though there 1s some truth to this idea, as a total assessment of the 
Darwinian Revolution it is far from adequate. The supposed tri- 
umph of science over religion was questionable, more was involved 
than science and religion, and in some respects religion helped the 
cause of science. It probably is a mistake to say that in the coming 
of evolutionism certain things were essential, whereas others were 
not. It makes little sense to compare the relative merits of, say, 
[H.W.] Bates’s work on mimicry with Huxley’s writing of sup- 
portive referee’s reports for all who favored evolutionism. I would 
feel very uncomfortable with an analysis of the Darwinian Revo- 
lution that belittled these points to concentrate solely on the “real” 
issues, such as man’s place in the natural scheme of things. In its 
way the Darwinian Revolution was one of the most significant 
movements in man’s history. That it had many sides, intellectual 
and otherwise, should be no surprise. Indeed, we should have ex- 
pected this. 
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The Theory of 
Evolution 
Withstands 


Objections 


by Charles Darwin 


On the Origin of Species, published by Charles Darwin in 1859, is 
the shortened title of the biologist’s major work. The full title. On the 
Origin of Species by Means of Natural Selection, or the Preservation 
of Favoured Races in the Struggle for Life, indicates the naturalistic 
mechanism behind Darwin’s theory of evolution. Indeed, natural se- 
lection maintains that species with the ability to adapt in the struggle 
for existence are the ones that will survive and reproduce. 

Darwin (1809-1882) served as a naturalist aboard the HMS Bea- 
gle from 1831 to 1836. While traveling on this British science expe- 
dition, Darwin made a shrewd observation: The fossils of extinct 
species in South America were similar in type to modern species, 
both in South America and on the Galapagos Islands in the Pacific 
Ocean. Darwin took notes and collected specimens throughout the 
voyage and ultimately came to the conclusion that evolution oc- 
curred very gradually by means of natural selection. 

In the following excerpt from On the Origin of Species. Darwin 
summarizes his theory. He also acknowledges the objections and 
difficulties in the theory. He addresses the initial sterilization among 
cross-fertilized species, the matter of geographical distribution, and 
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the problem of “missing” links. Darwin realizes that the latter is a 
key criticism of the evolution theory. If evolution is gradual, then 
there must be evidence of evolutionary gradations in species that ul- 
timately connect long-extinct fossils to the species of the modern 
world. Darwin concludes by supposing that the fossil record is im- 
perfect and that those specimens that have been collected are but a 
sample of the number of species in existence over time. 


theory of descent with modification through variation and nat- 

ural selection, I do not deny. I have endeavoured to give to 
them their full force. Nothing at first can appear more difficult to 
believe than that the more complex organs and instincts have been 
perfected, not by means superior to, though analogous with, hu- 
man reason, but by the accumulation of innumerable slight varia- 
tions, each good for the individual possessor. Nevertheless, this 
difficulty, though appearing to our imagination insuperably great, 
cannot be considered real if we admit the following propositions, 
namely, that all parts of the organisation and instincts offer, at 
least, individual differences—that there is a struggle for existence 
leading to the preservation of profitable deviations of structure or 
instinct—and, lastly, that gradations in the state of perfection of 
each organ may have existed, each good of its kind. The truth of 
these propositions cannot, I think, be disputed. 


T hat many and serious objections may be advanced against the 


Difficulties in the Theory 


It is, no doubt, extremely difficult even to conjecture by what gra- 
dations many structures have been perfected, more especially 
amongst broken and failing groups of organic beings, which have 
suffered much extinction, but we see so many strange gradations 
in nature, that we ought to be extremely cautious in saying that 
any organ or instinct, or any whole structure, could not have ar- 
rived at its present state by many graduated steps. There are, it 
must be admitted, cases of special difficulty opposed to the the- 
ory of natural selection; and one of the most curious of these is the 
existence in the same community of two or three defined castes 
of workers or sterile female ants; but I have attempted to show 
how these difficulties can be mastered. 

With respect to the almost universal sterility of species when first 
crossed, which forms so remarkable a contrast with the almost uni- 
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versal fertility of varieties when crossed, . . . which seem to me con- 
clusively to show that this sterility is no more a special endowment 
than is the incapacity of two distinct kinds of trees to be grafted to- 
gether; but that it is incidental on dif- 
ferences confined to the reproductive 
systems of the intercrossed species. 
We see the truth of this conclusion in 
the vast difference in the results of 
crossing the same two species recip- 
rocally,—that is, when one species is 
first used as the father and then as the 
mother. Analogy from the considera- 
tion of dimorphic and trimorphic 
plants clearly leads to the same con- 
clusion, for when the forms are ille- 
gitimately united, they yield few or no 
seed, and their offspring are more or 
less sterile; and these forms belong to 
the same undoubted species, and dif- 
fer from each other in no respect ex- 
cept in their reproductive organs and functions. . . . 

Turning to geographical distribution, the difficulties encoun- 
tered on the theory of descent with modification are serious 
enough. All the individuals of the same species, and all the species 
of the same genus, or even higher group, are descended from com- 
mon parents; and therefore, in however distant and isolated parts 
of the world they may now be found, they must in the course of 
successive generations have travelled from some one point to all 
the others. We are often wholly unable even to conjecture how this 
could have been effected. Yet, as we have reason to believe that 
some species have retained the same specific form for very long 
periods of time, immensely long as measured by years, too much 
stress ought not to be laid on the occasional wide diffusion of the 
same species; for during very long periods there will always have 
been a good chance for wide migration by many means. A broken 
or interrupted range may often be accounted for by the extinction 
of the species in the intermediate regions. It cannot be denied that 
we are as yet very ignorant as to the full extent of the various cli- 
matal and geographical changes which have affected the earth dur- 
ing modern periods; and such changes will often have facilitated 
migration. As an example, f have attempted to show how potent 
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has been the influence of the Glacial period on the distribution of 
the same and of allied species throughout the world. We are as yet 
profoundly ignorant of the many occasional means of transport. 
With respect to distinct species of the same genus inhabiting dis- 
tant and isolated regions, as the process of modification has nec- 
essarily been slow, all the means of migration will have been pos- 
sible during a very long period; and consequently the difficulty of 
the wide diffusion of the species of the same genus is in some de- 
gree lessened. 


Questions About Links 


As according to the theory of natural selection an interminable 
number of intermediate forms must have existed, linking together 
all the species in each group by gradations as fine as are our ex- 
isting varieties, it may be asked. Why do we not see these linking 
forms all around us? Why are not all organic beings blended to- 
gether in an inextricable chaos? With respect to existing forms, we 
should remember that we have no right to expect (excepting in 
rare cases) to discover directly connecting links between them, but 
only between each and some extinct and supplanted form. Even 
on a wide area, which has during a long period remained contin- 
uous, and of which the climatic and other conditions of life change 
insensibly in proceeding from a district occupied by one species 
into another district occupied by a closely allied species, we have 
no just right to expect often to find intermediate varieties in the 
intermediate zones. For we have reason to believe that only a few 
species of a genus ever undergo change; the other species be- 
coming utterly extinct and leaving no modified progeny. Of the 
species which do change, only a few within the same country 
change at the same time; and all modifications are slowly effected. 
I have also shown that the intermediate varieties which probably 
at first existed in the intermediate zones, would be liable to be sup- 
planted by the allied forms on either hand; for the latter, from ex- 
isting in greater numbers, would generally be modified and im- 
proved at a quicker rate than the intermediate varieties, which 
existed in lesser numbers; so that the intermediate varieties would, 
in the long run, be supplanted and exterminated. 

On this doctrine of the extermination of an infinitude of con- 
necting links, between the living and extinct inhabitants of the 
world, and at each successive period between the extinct and still 
older species, why is not every geological formation charged with 
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such links? Why does not every collection of fossil remains afford 
plain evidence of the gradation and mutation of the forms of life? 
Although geological research has undoubtedly revealed the for- 
mer existence of many links, bringing numerous forms of life 
much closer together, it does not yield the infinitely many fine gra- 
dations between past and present species required on the theory: 
and this is the most obvious of the many objections which may be 
urged against it. Why, again, do whole groups of allied species ap- 
pear, though this appearance is often false, to have come in sud- 
denly on the successive geological stages? Although we now know 
that organic beings appeared on this globe, at a period incalcula- 
bly remote, long before the lowest bed of the Cambrian system 
was deposited, why do we not find beneath this system great piles 
of strata stored with the remains of the progenitors of the Cam- 
brian fossils? For on the theory, such strata must somewhere have 
been deposited at these ancient and utterly unknown epochs of the 
world’s history. 


“CHRONOLOGY 


1840 
June: The British send warships to China and the First Opium 
War between Great Britain and China begins. 


1842 

The Webster-Ashburton Treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain defines the U.S.-Canadian border. 

August 29: The First Opium War ends; the Treaty of Nanking, in 
which China cedes Hong Kong to England, is signed. 


1843 

The SS Great Britain is the first propeller-driven, iron-hulled 
steamship to cross the Atlantic Ocean; Charles Dickens publishes 
A Christmas Carol. 


1844 

May 24: Samuel F.B. Morse’s telegraph is successful. The first 
message is transmitted forty miles, from Washington to Baltimore. 
October 15: German philosopher Friedrich Nietszche, who chal- 
lenged traditional Christian morality by claiming that “God is 
dead” and man is at an existential turning point, is born. 


1845 

June: A potato blight strikes Ireland. Ruined crops and rising food 
prices devastate the country for several years. 

December 29: Texas, a Mexican province that declared indepen- 
dence in 1836, is annexed to the United States. 


1846 

As a result of the Irish potato famine, the British Parliament re- 
peals the Corn Laws. The end of the protectionist laws, which had 
kept the price of corn artificially high, further opened Great Britain 
to free trade. 

May 13: The U.S.-Mexican War begins. 
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September 10: American inventor Elias Howe patents the sewing 
machine. 

October 16: The first public demonstration of ether as a surgical 
anesthetic proves successful. 


1848 

January: The Communist Manifesto, by Karl Marx and Friedrich 
Engels, is published as a pamphlet. 

January 24: Gold is discovered at Sutter’s Mill in California, in- 
augurating the gold rush period during which Americans flocked 
to California in hopes of striking it rich. 

February 2: The Treaty of Guadalupe between the United States 
and Mexico is signed. Mexico is to cede more than half its terri- 
tory to the United States. 

February 22-24: A revolution in Paris forces the abdication of 
King Louis-Philippe. In the months that follow, revolutions occur 
in Austria, Germany, Italy, and Poland. 

May 30: The Treaty of Guadalupe ending the U.S.-Mexican War 
is ratified. 

July 19-20: The first woman's rights convention meets in Seneca 
Falls, New York, marking the birth of an organized women’s 
movement. 


1849 

Victor Emmanuel IT becomes king of Savoy, Piedmont, and Sar- 
dinia; he will rule this region until the Italian Unification of 1861, 
when he becomes king of Italy. (1878). 


1850 

The Taiping Rebellion begins in China. The leader of the rebel- 
lion, an adherent of a political creed influenced by Christianity. 
seeks to establish a new dynasty. Although “Taiping” means 
“Great Peace,” this is a very bloody conflict. German chemist 
Robert Bunsen perfects the gas-based Bunsen burner. 

January 29: U.S. senator Henry Clay proposes the Compromise 
of 1850. Eventually passed. the congressional act puts the Fugi- 
tive Slave Law, which entitled slave owners to pursue and retrieve 
escaped slaves, into effect. 
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1851 

Herman Melville publishes Moby Dick; the New York Times be- 
gins circulation. 

May 1-October 15: The Great Exhibition, an international dis- 
play of manufactured goods, takes place in Hyde Park, London. 
December: Louis, nephew of Napoléon, is elected president of 
France and later becomes Emperor Napoléon HI. 


1852 
March 20: Uncle Tom’s Cabin, an antislavery novel by Harriet 
Beecher Stowe, is published in book form. 


1853 

July 14: Commodore Matthew Perry establishes a diplomatic re- 
lationship with Japan, ending centuries of Japan’s self-imposed 
isolation. 


1854 

Henry David Thoreau’s Walden is published. An account of 
Thoreau’s stay in a cabin on Walden Pond in Concord, Massa- 
chusetts, the book combined nature writing and social criticism. 
March 28: The Crimean War, in which Russia fought the Ot- 
toman Empire (Turkey), France, and Great Britain, begins. 
November: Florence Nightingale, pioneer of modern nursing, 
travels with thirty-eight nurses to the Crimea to tend to the war 
wounded. 


1855 


September: The Russian fortress of Sevastopol falls, a decisive 
turning point in the Crimean War. 


1856 

March 30: The Treaty of Paris ends the Crimean War. 

October 8: The Second Opium War between China and Great 
Britain begins. France enters on the side of the British. 


1857 
Guiseppe Garibaldi, a nationalist, forms the Italian National As- 
sociation for the Unification of Italy; the Sepoy Mutiny, or First 
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War of Indian Independence, erupts in Northern India, marking 
the first united rebellion against British colonial rule. 


1858 

As a result of the Sepoy Mutiny, the British Parliament takes con- 
trol of India from the British East India Company. longtime ad- 
ministrators that provided the model for Britain’s own civil service. 


1859 

The War of the National Unification of Italy, which will last until 
1861, begins. 

April 25: Construction begins on the Suez Canal, opening a vital 
sea route between the Mediterranean and Red seas. 

November 24: Charles Darwin presents his theory of evolution 
by natural selection in On the Origin of Species. 


1860 

Belgian-born engineer and inventor J.J.E. Lenoir patents the first 
internal combustion engine, which later becomes the central com- 
ponent of automobiles. 

October: The Second Opium War comes to an end: China is de- 
feated. 
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Anthologies in the Events That Changed the World series 
create a running time line of historical events with 
carefully chosen articles that highlight major turning 
points in world history. Selected for their lasting 
importance, the featured events span a wide range of 
human experience, including politics, battles, inventions, 
discoveries, major catastrophic disasters, artistic and 
literary achievements, and deaths of famous leaders. Each 
century is broken into several volumes, allowing for in- 
depth coverage of each period. With a host of tools such 
as a detailed chronology, a bibliography, an annotated 
table of contents, and an index, researchers will find the 
books an ideal place to investigate a variety of topics. 
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